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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


SUMMARY: Regulation 672 establishes 
the quantity of fresh California-Arizona 
lemons that my be shipped to market at 
375,000 cartons during the period July 2 
through July 8, 1989. Such action is 
needed to balance the supply of fresh 
lemons with market demand for the 
period specified, due to the marketing 
situation confronting the lemon industry. 
DATES: Regulation 672 (§ 910.972) is 
effective for the period July 2 through 
July 8, 1989. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Beatriz Rodriguez, Marketing Specialist, 
Marketing Order Administration Branch, 
F&V, AMS, USDA, Room 2523, South 
Building, P.O. Box 96456, Washington, 
DC 20090-6456; telephone: (202) 475- 
3861. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
final rule has been reviewed under 
Executive Order 12291 and 
Departmental Regulation 1512-1 and has 
been determined to be a “non-major” 
rule under criteria contained therein. 

Pursuant to requirements set forth in 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA), the 
Administrator of the Agricultural 
Marketing Service has determined that 
this action will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. 

The purpose of the RFA is to fit 
regulatory action to the scale of 
business subject to such actions in order 
that small business will not be unduly or 


disproportionately burdened. Marketing 
orders issued pursuant to the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreemeni Act, 
and rules issued thereunder, are unique 
in that they are brought about through 
group action of essentially small entities 
acting on their own behalf. Thus, both 
statutes have small entity orientation 
and compatibility. 

There are approximately 85 handlers 
of lemons grown in California and 
Arizona subject to regulation under the 
lemon marketing order and 
approximately 2500 producers in the 
regulated area. Small agricultural 
producers have been defined by the 
Small Business Administration (13 CFR 
121.2) as those having annual gross 
revenues for the last three years of less 
than $500,000, and small agricultural 
service firms are defined as those whose 
gross annual receipts are less than 
$3,500,000. The majority of handlers and 
producers of California-Arizona lemons 
may be classified as small entities. 

This regulation is issued under 
Marketing Order No. 910, as amended (7 
CFR Part 910), regulating the handling of 
lemons grown in California and Arizona. 
The order is effective under the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
(the “Act,” 7 U.S.C. 601-674), as 
amended. This action is based upon the 
recommendation and information 
submitted by the Lemon Administrative 
Committee (Committee) and upon other 
available information. It is found that 
this action will tend to effectuate the 
declared policy of the Act. 

This regulation is consistent with the 
California-Arizona lemon marketing 
policy for 1988-89. The Committee met 
publicly on June 27, 1989; in Los Angeles, 
California, to consider the current and 
prospective conditions of supply and 
demand and unanimously recommended 
a quantity of lemons deemed advisable 
to be handled during the specified week. 
The Committee reports that overall 
demand for lemons is good. However, 
inventories are building up in the 
eastern United States, and July 2-July 8 
is a short shipping week. 

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553, it is further 
found that it is impracticable, 
unnecessary, and contrary to the public 
interest to give preliminary notice and 
engage in further public procedure with 
respect to this action and that good 
cause exists for not postponing the 
effective date of this action until 30 days 
after publication in the Federal Register 
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because of insufficient time between the 
date when information became 
available upon which this regulation is 
based and the effective date necessary 
to effectuate the declared purposes of 
the Act. Interested persons were given 
an opportunity to submit information 
and views on the regulation at an open 
meeting. It is necessary, in order to 
effectuate the declared purposes of the 
Act, to make these regulatory provisions 
effective as specified, and handlers have 
been apprised of such provisions and 
the effective time. 


List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 910 


Marketing agreements and orders, 
California, Arizona, Lemons. 





For the reasons set forth in the 
preamble, 7 CFR Part 910 is amended as 
follows: 


PART 910—LEMONS GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 


1. The authority citation for 7 CFR 
Part 910 continues to read as follows: 

Authority: Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as 
amended; 7 U.S.C. 601-674. 


2. Section 910.972 is added to read as 
follows: 


Note.—This section will not appear in the 
Code of Federal Regulations. 
§910.972 Lemon Regulation 672. 


The quantity of lemons grown in 
California and Arizona which may be 
handled during the period July 2, 1989, 
through July 8, 1989, is established at 
375,000 cartons. 

Dated: June 28, 1989. 

Eric M. Forman, 

Acting Director, Fruit and Vegetable Division. 
[FR Doc. 89-15628 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M 


Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service 


9 CFR Part 77 
[Docket No. 89-109] 


Tuberculosis in Cattle and Bison; State 
Designation 


AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, USDA. 


ACTION: Interim rule. 





27628 


SUMMARY: We are amending the 
regulations concerning the interstate 
movement of cattle and bison because 
of tuberculosis by raising the 
designation of Mississippi from a 
modified accredited State to an 
accredited-free State. We have 
determined that Mississippi meets the 
criteria for designation as an accredited- 
free State. 


DATEs: Interim rule effective June 30, 
1989. Consideration will be given only to 
comments received on or before August 
29, 1989. 


ADDRESSES: To help ensure that your 
comments are considered, send an 
original and three copies of written 
comments to Chief, Regulatory Analysis 
and Development, PPD, APHIS, USDA, 
Room 866, Federal Building, 6505 
Belcrest Road, Hyattsville, MD 20782. 
Please state that your comments refer to 
Docket Number 89-109. Comments 
received may be inspected at USDA, 
Room 1141, South Building, 14th and 
Independence Avenue, SW.., 
Washington, DC, between 8 a.m. and 
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except holidays. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dr. Ralph L. Hosker, Senior Staff 
Veterinarian, Cattle Diseases and 
Surveillance Staff, VS, APHIS, USDA, 
Room 729, Federal Building, 6505 
Belcrest Road, Hyattsville, MD 20782, 
301-436-5533. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 

The “Tuberculosis” regulations 
contained in 9 CFR Part 77 (referred to 
below as the regulations) regulate the 
interstate movement of cattle and bison 
because of tuberculosis. The 
requirements of the regulations 
concerning the interstate movement of 
cattle and bison not known to be 
affected with, or exposed to, 
tuberculosis are based on whether the 
cattle and bison are moved from 
jurisdictions designated as accredited- 
free States, modified accredited States, 
or nonmodified accredited States. 


The criteria for determining the status 
of States (the term State is defined to 
mean any State, territory, the District of 
Columbia, or Puerto Rico) or portions of 
States are contained in a document 
captioned “Uniform Methods and 
Rules—Bovine Tuberculosis 
Eradication,” 1985 edition, which has 
been made part of the regulations via 
incorporation by reference. The status of 
either States or portions of States is 
based on the rate of tuberculosis 
infection present and the effectiveness 


of a tuberculosis control and eradication 
program. 

Before publication of this interim rule, 
Mississippi was designated in § 77.1 of 
the regulations as a modified accredited 
State. However, Mississippi now meets 
the requirements for designation as an 
accredited-free State. Therefore, we are 
amending the regulations by removing 
Mississippi from the list of modified 
accredited States in § 77.1 and adding it 
to the list of accredited-free States in 
that section. 


Immediate Action 


James W. Glosser, Administrator of 
the Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service, has determined that there is 
good cause for publishing this interim 
rule without prior opportunity for public 
comment. It is necessary to change the 
regulations so that they accurately 
reflect the current tuberculosis status of 
Mississippi as an accredited-free State. 
This will provide prospective cattle and 
bison buyers with accurate and up-to- 
date information, which may affect the 
marketability of cattle and bison since 
some prospective buyers prefer to buy 
cattle and bison from accredited-free 
States. 

Since prior notice and other public 
procedures with respect to this interim 
rule are impracticable and contrary to 
the public interest under these 
conditions, there is good cause under 5 
U.S.C. 553 to make it effective upon 
publication in the Federal Register. We 
will consider comments that are 
received within 60 days of publication of 
this interim rule in the Federal Register. 
After the comment period closes, we 
will publish another document in the 
Federal Register, including a discussion 
of any comments we receive and any 
amendments we are making to the rule 
as a result of the comments. 


Executive Order 12291 and Regulatory 
Flexibility Act 


We are issuing this rule in 
conformance with Executive Order 
12291, and we have determined that it is 
not a “major rule.” Based on information 
compiled by the Department, we have 
determined that this rule will have an 
effect on the economy of less than $100 
million; will not cause a major increase 
in costs or prices for consumers, 
individual industries, Federal, State, or 
local government agencies, or 
geographic regions; and will not cause a 
significant adverse effect on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 
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For this action, the Office of 
Management and Budget has waived its 
review process required by Executive 
Order 12291. 


Cattle and bison moved interstate are 
moved for slaughter, for use as breeding 
stock, or for feeding. Changing the status 
of Mississippi may affect the 
marketability of cattle and bison from 
the State, since some prospective cattle 
and bison buyers prefer to buy cattle 
and bison from accredited-free States. 
This may result in some beneficial 
economic impact on some small entities. 
However, based on our experience in 
similar designations of other States, the 
impact should not be significant. 

Under these circumstances, the 
Administrator of the Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service has 
determined that this action will not have 
a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 


Paperwork Reduction Act 


This rule contains no information 
collection or recordkeeping 
requirements under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et 


seq.). 
Executive Order 12372 


This program/activity is listed in the 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
under 10.025 and is subject to Executive 
Order 12372, which requires 
intergovernmental consultation with 
State and local officials. (See 7 CFR Part 
3015, Subpart V.) 


List of Subjects in 9 CFR Part 77 


Animal diseases, Bison, Cattle, 
Transportation, Tuberculosis. 


Accordingly, we are amending 9 CFR 
Part 77 as follows: 


PART 77—TUBERCULOSIS 


1. The authority citation for Part 77 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 21 U.S.C. 111, 114, 114a, 115-117, 
120, 121, 134b, 134f; 7 CFR 2.17, 2.51, and 
371.2(d). 


§77.1 [Amended]. 


2. Section 77.1, paragraph (2) of the 
definition for “Modified accredited 
state” is amended by removing 
“Mississippi,”. 

3. Section 77.1, paragraph (2) of the 
definition for “Accredited-free state” is 
amended by adding “Mississippi,” 
immediately before “Missouri,”. 
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Done in Washington, DC, this 27th day of 
June 1989. 


James W. Glosser, 


Administrator, Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service. 


[FR Doc. 89-15523 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-34-M 





DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 


14 CFR Part 39 

[Docket No. 88-NM-175-AD; Amdt. 39- 
6252] 

Airworthiness Directives; Boeing 
Model 757 and 767 Series Airplanes 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a 


new airworthiness directive, applicable 
to Boeing Model 757 and 767 series 
airplanes, which requires inspection of 
motor-driven fuel valve actuators and 
replacement with actuators that have 
been modified to reduce corrosion and 
improve sealing around mating joints. 
This amendment is prompted by reports 
of Boeing Model 767 fuel crossfeed and 
APU fuel shutoff valve failures that 
were caused by corrosion of the fuel 
valve actuator housing that allowed 
moisture to enter the actuator assembly 
around mating joint seals, which 
subsequently froze in flight after cold 
soaking. These actuators are used for all 
of the fuel tank valves installed on 
Boeing Model 757 and 767 airplanes, 
including the engine shutoff valves, APU 
isolation and shutoff valves, the fuel 
crossfeed valve, and the defuel valves. 
This condition, if not corrected, could 
lead to the inability to shut off fuel to an 
engine or the APU in the event of fire, to 
correct fuel tank imbalance, or to allow 
use by either engine of all of the usable 
fuel on board the airplane after an 
engine inflight shutdown. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 2, 1989. 


ADDRESSES: The applicable service 
information may be obtained from 
Boeing Commercial Airplanes, P.O. Box 
3707, Seattle, Washington 98124. This 
information may be examined at the 
FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 
Transport Airplane Directorate, 17900 
Pacific Highway South, Seattle, 
Washington, or Seattle Aircraft 
Certification Office, FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, 9010 East Marginal 
Way South, Seattle, Washington. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Steven Clark, Propulsion Branch, 
ANM-1408, telephone (206) 431-1963. 


Mailing address: FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, 17900 Pacific Highway 
South, C-68966, Seattle, Washington 
98168. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A 
proposal to amend Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations to include an 
airworthiness directive, applicable to 
certain Boeing Model 757 and 767 series 
airplanes, which requires inspection of 
motor-driven fuel valve actuators and 
replacement with actuators that have 
been modified to reduce corrosion and 
improve sealing around mating joints, 
was published in the Federal Register on 
January 10, 1989 (54 FR 830). 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of this amendment. Due 
consideration has been given to the 
comments received. 

Comments were received from the Air 
Transport Association (ATA) of 
America and Japan Airlines (JAL). 

One ATA member requested that the 
inspection requirements of the proposed 
rule be deleted for those airplanes that 
are subject to the daily fuel crossfeed 
valve checks required by AD 88-21-03- 
R1, Amendment 39-6077 (53 FR 46605; 
November 18, 1988). The FAA does not 
concur. AD 88-21-03-R1 applies to 
various two-engine transport category 
airplanes, including the Boeing Model 
757 and 767 series, which are used in 
“extended range,” “EROP,” or “ETOP” 
operations. The intent of AD 88-21-03- 
R1 is to detect a latent crossfeed valve 
failure condition on airplanes flying 
ETOP operations that otherwise may not 
be detected. This final rule addresses a 
known valve actuator corrosion 
problem, applicable to all fuel tank 
valves utilizing this actuator, which 
necessitates an initial inspection to 
identify corroded actuators before a 
failure occurs. 

The same ATA member noted that the 
Boeing service bulletins referenced in 
the NPRM specify an inspection within 
1,000 flight hours and an additional 
inspection 1,000 hours after the initial 
inspection; however, the proposed rule 
makes no reference to the repeat 
inspection. The FAA deliberately did 
not incerperate the second inspection 
referenced in the Boeing service 
bulletins as a requirement in the 
proposed rule. The FAA determined that 
the initial inspection accomplished 
within 60 days would ensure an 
adequate level of safety until all of the 
actuators are replaced within one year 
after the effective date of the final rule. 

JAL commented that, in addition to 
the corrosion described in the NPRM, it 
has experienced moderate to severe 
corrosion on the actuator electrical 
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connector on all eight actuators 
removed from one airplane. JAL 
recommended that the AD should 
include a requirement to address this 
type of corrosion, which is different 
from the aluminum oxide corrosion 
around joint mating surfaces that was 
addressed in the NPRM. The FAA does 
not concur. The FAA has determined 
that the type of corrosion encountered 
by JAL on the actuator electrical 
connector would not result in the type of 
actuator failure condition being 
addressed by this AD action. 
Furthermore, it is expected that any 
corrosion in the connector would be 
detected when the actuators are 
changed and would be repaired in 
accordance with existing maintenance 
manual procedures. 

JAL also commented that the AD 
should provide an alternate means to 
dispatch an airplane when a corroded 
actuator is found rather than replacing 
the actuator prior to flight. The FAA 
does not concur. The final rule does 
allow a corroded actuator detected in 
the initial inspection to be exchanged 
with a non-corroded actuator from a 
defuel valve position. There are up to 
three defuel valves that are not covered 
by the initial inspection requirement of 
this AD. 

Both JAL and ATA members made 
various requests for extensions to the 
inspection and/or replacement 
compliance time based on a common 
concern about the availability of 
replacement parts. The FAA does not 
concur with the requests. At the time the 
NPRM was issued, the FAA determined 
that an adequate supply of replacement 
valve actuators would be available to 
meet any expected replacement demand 
during the proposed compliance period. 

After careful review of the available 
data, including the comments noted 
above, the FAA has determined that air 
safety and the public interest require the 
adoption of the rule as proposed. 

There are approximately 211 Model 
757 series airplanes and 249 Model 767 
series airplanes of the affected design in 
the worldwide fleet. It is estimated that 
126 Model 757 and 112 Model 767 
airplanes of U.S. registry will be 
affected by this AD, that it will take 
approximately 18 manhours per Model 
757 airplane and 8 manhours per Model 
767 airplane to accomplish the required 
actions, and that the average labor cost 
will be $40 per manhour. Based on these 
figures, the total cost impact of the AD 
on U.S. operators is estimated to be 
$126,560. 

The regulations adopted herein will 
not have substantial direct effects on the 
States, on the relationship between the 
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national government and the States, or 
on the distribution of power and 
responsibilities among the various levels 
of government. Therefore, in accordance 
with Executive Order 12612, it is 
determined that this final rule does not 
have sufficient federalism implications 
to warrant the preparation of a 
Federalism Assessment. 

For the reasons discussed above, I 
certify that this action (1) is not a “major 
rule” under Executive Order 12291; (2) is 
not a “significant rule” under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3) will 
not have a significant economic impact, 
positive or negative, on a substantial 
number of small entities, under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 
A final evaluation has been prepared for 
this action and is contained in the 
regulatory docket. A copy of it may be 
obtained from the Rules Docket. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation 
safety, Safety. 
Adoption of the Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
amends Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations as follows: 


PART 39—[AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 39 
continues to read as follows: 


: 49 U.S.C. 1354{a), 1421, and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, 
January 12, 1983); and 14 CFR 11.89. 


2. Section 39.13 is amended by adding 
the following new airworthiness 
directive: 


§39.13 [Amended] 


Boeing: Applies to Model 757 and 767 series 
airplanes, identified in Boeing Alert 
Service Bulletins 757-28A0018 and 767- 
28A0020, both dated September 15, 1988, 
certificated in any category. Compliance 
required as indicated, unless previously 
accomplished. 

To prevent freezing of motor-driven fuel 
valve actuators caused by moisture ingress 
around corroded mating joint seals, 
accomplish the following 

A. For Model 757 series airplanes: Within 
the next 60 days after the effective date of 
this AD, visually inspect the left and right 
engine fuel shutoff valve actuators, engine 
fuel crossfeed valve actuator, and Auxiliary 
Power Unit (APU) fuel shutoff valve actuator 
for aluminum oxide corrosion residue on 
actuator screw heads and joining surfaces of 
the actuator body, in accordance with Boeing 
Alert Service Bulletin 757-28A0018, dated 
September 15, 1988. Any corroded actuator 
found must be replaced, prior to further flight, 
with a serviceable part; or as an alternative, 


a corroded actuator may be exchanged with a 
non-corroded actuator from a defuel valve 
position. 

B. For Model 767 series airplanes: Within 
the next 60 days after the effective date of 
this AD, visually inspect the left and right 
engine fuel shutoff valve actuators, engine 
fuel crossfeed valve actuator, Auxiliary 
Power Unit (APU) fuel shutoff valve actuator, 
and APU fuel isolation valve actuator for 
aluminum oxide corrosion residue on 
actuator screw heads and joining surfaces of 
the actuator body, in accordance with Boeing 
Alert Service Bulletin 767-28A0020 dated 
September 15, 1988. Any corroded actuator 
found must be replaced, prior to further flight, 
with a serviceable part; or as an alternative, 
a corroded actuator may be exchanged with a 
non-corroded actuator from a defuel valve 
position. 

C. Within one year after the effective date 
of this AD, replace all fuel valve actuators 
with modified valve actuators, in accordance 
with Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 757- 
28A0018 dated September 15, 1988, for Model 
757 series airplanes, and Boeing Alert Service 
Bulletin 767—28A,0020 dated September 15, 
1988, for Model 767 series airplanes. 

D. An alternate means of compliance or 
adjustment of the compliance time, which 
provides an acceptable level of safety, may 
be used when approved by the Manager, 
Seattle Aircraft Certification Office, FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region. 

Note: The request should be forwarded 
through an FAA Principal Maintenance 
Inspector (PMI), who will either concur or 
comment and then send it to the Manager, 
Seattle Aircraft Certification Office. 

E. Special flight permits may be issued in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to 
operate airplanes to a base in order to 
comply with the requirements of this AD. 


All persons affected by this directive 
who have not already received the 
appropriate service documents from the 
manufacturer may obtain copies upon 
request to Boeing Commercial 
Airplanes, P.O. Box 3707, Seattle, 
Washington 98124. These documents 
may be examined at the FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region, Transport 
Airplane Directorate, 17900 Pacific 
Highway South, Seattle, Washington, or 
Seattle Aircraft Certification Office, 
9010 East Marginal Way South, Seattle, 
Washington. 

This amendment becomes effective 
August 2, 1989. 

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on June 16, 
1989. 

Leroy A. Keith, 

Mazager, Transport Airplane Directorate, 
Aircraft Certification Service. 

[FR Doc. 89-15486 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 
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14 CFR Part 39 
[Docket No. 88-NM-192-AD; Amdt 39-6255] 


Airworthiness Directives; British 
Aerospace Model BAC 1-11 200 and 
400 Series Airplanes 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This amendment revises an 
existing airworthiness directive (AD), 
applicable to British Aerospace Model 
BAC 1-11 200 and 400 series airplanes, 
which currently requires repetitive 
visual and eddy current inspections of 
the fuselage longitudinal skin splices. 
That action was prompted by reports of 
loose rivets and cracks extending from 
the splice rivet holes. This amendment 
requires additional inspections of the 
fuselage skin lap splices on airplanes 
which have accumulated more than 
50,000 landings, revises various 
inspection intervals, and requires repair 
of any identified cracks or loose rivets 
prior to further flight. This amendment is 
prompted by results of the 
manufacturer's structural audit, which 
revealed loose rivets and cracks 
extending from the splice rivet holes. 
This condition, if not corrected, could 
lead to structural failure of the fuselage. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: August 7, 1989. 
ADDRESSES: The applicable service 
information may be obtained from 
British Aerospace, Librarian for Service 
Bulletins, P.O. Box 17414, Dulles 
International Airport, Washington, DC 
20041. This information may be 
examined at the FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, 17900 Pacific Highway 
South, Seattle, Washington, or the 
Standardization Branch, 9010 East 
Marginal Way South, Seattle, 
Washington. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. William Schroeder, Standardization 
Branch, ANM-113; telephone (206) 431- 
1565. Mailing address: FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, 17900 Pacific Highway 
South, C-68966, Seattle, Washington, 
98168. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A 
proposal to amend Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations by revising AD 83- 
15-08, Amendment 39-4697 (48 FR 34731; 
August 1, 1983), applicable to British 
Aerospace Model BAC 1-11 200 and 400 
series airplanes, which requires 
additional inspections of the fuselage 
skin lap splices on airplanes which have 
accumulated more than 50,000 landings, 
revises various inspection intervals, and 
requires repair of any damage prior to 
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further flight, was published in the 
Federal Register on February 21, 1989 
(54 FR 7443). 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of this amendment. Due 
consideration has been given to the two 
comments received. 

Both commenters supported the rule, 
but one commenter suggested that 
paragraph B. of the final rule be revised 
to clarify the intent of the words “cracks 
or damage.” The commenter suggested 
this phrase be revised to specify 
“identified cracks or corrosion damage.” 
The commenter stated that “identified 
cracks” would refer to cracks for which 
the length can be measured using the 
eddy current crack length measuring 
procedure in the applicable BAe Alert 
Service Bulletin (ASB). FAA has 
reviewed crack lengths that are 
expected to be detected by the 
inspection method specified in the ASB, 
and the lengths of cracks that can also 
be measured by the method specified in 
the ASB. The FAA agrees that repair of 
all cracks that are long enough for the 
length to be measured by the eddy 
current method specified in the ASB 
(i.e., identified cracks) will provide the 
needed level of safety. Accordingly, 
paragraph B. of the final rule has been 
revised to read “identified cracks.” 

The FAA does not concur with the 
suggestion to change the word 
“damage” to “corrosion damage.” It is 
the FAA’s intent to require inspections 
for the types of damage addressed in 
British Aerospace BAC 1-11 Alert 
Service Bulletin 53-A-PM5726. Since 
that service bulletin addresses cracks 
and loose rivets, paragraph B. of the AD 
has been revised to read “repair any 
identified cracks or loose rivets * * *” 

The commenter also proposed a 
simplified procedure wherein airplanes 
with lap joint cracks would be allowed 
to continue operation for up to 3,700 
landings (depending on individual and 
cumulative crack lengths when 
discovered) after initial crack detection 
prior to repair of the cracks. Fracture 
mechanics data supported by test 
information, indicate the airplane would 
be able to continue to carry ultimate 
pressurization loads with the most 
severe cracking that would exist when 
the cracks would be required to be 


repaired in this simplified approach. 
BAC 1-11 Alert Service Bulletin 53-A- 
PM5726 currently has a complicated 
procedure involving repetitive 
inspections to measure crack lengths 
that allows continued operation 
indefinitely as long as individual and 
cumulative crack lengths are not 
exceeded. FAA experience shows that, 
when multiple site damage is involved, 
as it is in these lap joints, undetected 
damage, in conjunction with the known 
damage, may weaken the structure 
beyond acceptable limits. Additionally, 
FAA experience shows that when there 
is a high probability of cracks occurring 
over an extended period of time and 
inspection for these cracks involves 
inspection of a large number of sites 
using tedious inspection methods, an 
unacceptably high probability of cracks 
not being found exists. Also, the FAA 
has determined there is the risk of 
oversight when an operator's inspection 
records system is relied on for extended 
periods of time (in this case 3,700 
landings could be 2 to 3 years or more 
for some operators) to remind 
maintenance personnel to repair a crack 
found previously. Therefore, the FAA 
does not concur with the commenter’s 
proposal and has determined that repair 
of identified cracks prior to further flight 
is appropriate. 

After careful review of the available 
data, including the comments noted 
above, the FAA has determined that air 
safety and the public interest require the 
adoption of the rule with the changes 
previously noted. These changes will 
neither increase the economic burden on 
any operator nor increase the scope of 
the rule. 


It is estimated that 70 airplanes of U.S. 


registry will be affected by this AD, that 
it will take approximately 12 manhours 
per airplane to accomplish the required 
actions, and that the average labor cost 
will be $40 per manhour. Based on these 
figures, the total cost impact of the AD 
on U.S. operators is estimated to be 
$33,600. 

The regulations adopted herein will 
not have substantial direct effects on the 
States, on the relationship between the 
national government and the States, or 
on the distribution of power and 
responsibilities among the various levels 
of government. Therefore, in accordance 


A a a 





with Executive Order 12612, it is 
determined that this final rule does not 
have sufficient federalism implications 
to warrant the preparation of a 
Federalism Assessment. 

For the reasons discussed above, I 
certify that this action (1) is not a “major 
rule” under Executive Order 12291; (2} is 
not a “significant rule” under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3) will 
not have a significant economic impact, 
positive or negative, on a substantial 
number of small entities, under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 
A final evaluation has been prepared for 
this action and is contained in the 
regulatory docket. A copy of it may be 
obtained from the Rules Docket. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 


Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation 
safety, Safety. 


Adoption of the Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
amends Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations as follows: 


PART 39—[AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 39 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, 
January 12, 1983); and 14 CFR 11.89. 


2. Section 39.13 is amended by 
revising AD 83-15-08, Amendment 39- 
4697 (48 FR 34731; August 1, 1983) as 
follows: 


$39.13 [Amended] 


British Aerospace: Applies to all Model BAC 
1-11 200 and 400 series airplanes, 
certificated in any category. Compliance 
is required as indicated unless previously 
accomplished. 

To prevent structural failure of the 
fuselage, accomplish the following: 

A. Perform initial and repetitive visual and 
eddy current inspections of fuselage skin lap 
joints for cracks and loose rivets at the 
intervals shown in Table I of this AD, in 
accordance with Section 2, of the 
Accomplishment Instructions, of British 
Aerospace Alert Service Bulletin 53-A- 
PM5726, Issue 3, dated May 26, 1988. 
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TABLE | 


Within 1,250 landings after September 6, 1983 (effec- 
tive date of AD 83-15-08); or 


726, Revision 3, dated May 26, 1968 


Within 1.250 landings after the last visual inspection in 
accordance with AD 83-15-08 
Eddy Current inspection: 
Within 3,750 landings after the last eddy current in- 
spection in accordance with AD 83-15-08 
Whichever occurs later: 
Within 1,250 after September 6, 1983 (effec- 
tive date of AD 83-15-08); or 
Upon accumulation of 35,000 landings 
Visual inspection: 
Within 1,600 after the last visual inspection in 
accordance with AD 63-15-08 
Eddy Current | 
Within 3,200 landings after the last eddy current in- 
spection in accordance with AD 83-15-08 
Whichever occurs later: 
Within 1,250 landings after September 6, 1983 (effec- 
tive date of AD 83-15-08); or 
Upon accumulation of 30,000 landings 
Visual inspection: 
Within 1,250 landings after the last visual inspection in 
accordance with AD 83-15-08 
Eddy Current inspection: 
Within 2,500 landings after the last eddy current in- 
spection in accordance with AD 83-15-08 
Visual i 


Inspection: 
ee 
pressure applicable to the airplane in question. 
enna 


The same as shown above for the max cabin differen- 
tial pressure applicable to the airplane in question 


Airplanes operated at increased cabin pres- 
sure of 7.75 psi max cabin differential 
pressure. 


B. Repair any identified cracks or loose 
rivets prior to further flight, in accordance 
with paragraph 2.4.2 of British Aerospace 
Alert Service Bulletin 53-A-PM5726, Issue 3, 
dated May 26, 1988; or Chapter 53-02-0, 
Figure 89, of the BAC 1-11 Structural Repair 
Manual, whichever is appropriate; or in a 
manner approved by the Manager, 
Standardization Branch, ANM-113, FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region. 

C. An alternate means of compliance or 
adjustment of the compliance time, which 
provides an acceptable level of safety, may 
be used when approved by the Manager, 
Standardization Branch, ANM-113, FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region. 

Note: The request should be forwarded 
through an FAA Principal Maintenance 
Inspector (PMI), who will either concur or 
comment and then send it to the Manager, 
Standardization Branch, ANM-113. 

D. Special flight permits may be issued in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to 
operate airplanes to a base for the 
——— of the requirements of this 


All persons affected by this directive. 
who have not already received the 
appropriate service documents from the 
manufacturer may obtain copies upon 
request to British Aerospace, Librarian 
for Service Bulletins, P.O. Box 17414, 


Dulles International Airport, 
Washington, DC 20041. These 
documents may be examined at the 
FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 
Transport Airplane Directorate, 17900 
Pacific Highway South, Seattle, 
Washington, or the Standardization 


Branch, 9010 East Marginal Way South, 


Seattle, Washington. 

The Amendment amends AD 83-15- 
08, Amendment 39-4697. 

This Amendment becomes effective 
August 7, 1989. 

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on June 22, 
1989. 
Darrell M. Pederson, 
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service. 
{FR Doc. 89-15487 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13- 


14 CFR Part 95 
[Docket No. 25945; Amdt. No. 351] 


IFR Altitudes; Miscellaneous 
Amendments 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This amendment adopts 
miscellaneous amendments to the 
required IFR (instrument flight rules) 
altitudes and changeover points for 
certain Federal airways, jet routes, or 
direct routes for which a minimum or 
maximum en route authorized IFR 
altitude is prescribed. These regulatory 
actions are needed because of changes 
occurring in the National Airspace 
System. These changes are designed to 
provide for the safe and efficient use of 
the navigable airspace under instrument 
conditions in the affected areas. 


DATES: Effective July 27, 1989. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Paul J. Best, Manager, Flight Procedures 
Standards Branch (AFS—420), Technical 
Programs Division, Flight Standards 
Service Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone: (202) 267-8277. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
amendment to Part 95 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 95) 
prescribes new, amended, suspended, or 
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revoked IFR altitudes governing the 
operation of all aircraft in IFR flight over 
a specified route or any portion of that 
route, as well as the changeover points 
(COPs) for Federal airways, jet routes, 
or direct routes as prescribed in Part 95. 
The specified IFR altitudes, when used 
in conjunction with the prescribed 
changeover points for those routes, 
ensure navigation aid coverage that is 
adequate for safe flight operations and 
free of frequency interference. The 
reasons and circumstances which create 
the need for this amendment involve 
matters of flight safety, operational 
efficiency in the National Airspace 
System, and are related to published 
aeronautical charts that are essential to 
the user and provide for the safe and 
efficient use of the navigable airspace. 
In addition, those various reasons or 
circumstances require making this 
amendment effective before the next 
scheduled charting and publication date 
of the flight information to assure its 
timely availability to the user. The 
effective date of this amendment reflects 


those considerations. In view of the 
close and immediate relationship 
between these regulatory changes and 
safety in air commerce, I find that notice 
and public procedure before adopting 
this amendment is unnecessary, 
impracticable, and contrary to the public 
interest and that good cause exists for 
making the amendment effective in less 
than 30 days. 

The FAA has determined that this 
regulation only involves an established 
body of technical regulations for which 
frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally 
current. It, therefore—(1) Is not a “major 
rule” under Executive Order 12291; (2) is 
not a “significant rule” under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3) 
does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation as the anticipated 
impact is so minimal. For the same 
reason, the FAA certifies that this 
amendment will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 


number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


Index 
List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 95 
Aircraft, Airspace. 
Issued in Washington, DC on June 20, 1989. 
Robert L. Goodrich, 
Director, Flight Standards Service. 
Adoption of the Amendment 


Accordingly and pursuant to the 
authority delegated to me by the 
Administrator, Part 95 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 95) is 
amended as follows effective at 0901 
G.m.t.: 

1. The authority citation for Part 95 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354 and 1510; 49 
U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised, Pub. L. 97-449, January 
12, 1983); and 14 CFR 11.49{b)(2). 


2. Part 95 is amended to read as 
follows: 


BILLING CODE 4910-13-™ 








27634 


Federal Register / Vol. 54, No. 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Rules and Regulations 


REVISIONS TO MINIMUM ENROUTE IFR ALTITUDES & CHANGEOVER POINTS 


AMENDMENT 351 EFFECTIVE DATE, JULY 27, 1989 
FROM 10 MEA FROM TO 


§95.6003 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 3 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 
VINNY, MD FIX MODENA, PA VORTAC 


§95.6004 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 4 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


LAMME. IN FIX 
*4500 - MRA 
**1800 - MOCA 
APALO, IN FIX 


*APALO. IN FIX 


DOWNS KY FIX 
LOUISVILLE. KY VORTAC 


KESSEL, WV VOR/DME ARMEL, VA VORTAC 


§95.6019 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 19 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


CIMARRON, NM VORTAC 
*10200 - MOCA 

PUEBLO, CO VORTAC 

KIOWA, CO VORTAC 


GOSIP, CO FIX 


HANKO, CO FIX 
DENVER, CO VORTAC 


§95.6020 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 20 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


ELECTRIC CITY, SC VORTAC 
ELLID, SC FIX 

CLEVA, SC FIX 

TUXDO, NC FIX 


ELLID, SC FIX 
CLEVA, SC FIX 
TUXDO, NC FIX 
SUGARLOAF MOUNTAIN, 
NC VORTAC 
SUGARLOAF MOUNTAIN, NC VAESE, NC FIX 
VORTAC 
VAESE, NC FIX — BARRETTS MOUNTAIN NC 
VOR/DME 
*4000 - MOCA 
BARRETTS MOUNTAIN. NC 
VOR/DME 
PROVE, NC FIX 


PROVE, NC FIX 


SOUTH BOSTON, VA 
VORTAC 


§95.6024 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 24 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


WATERTOWN, SD VORTAC REDWOOD FALLS, MN 


VORTAC 


§95.6028 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 28 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


LINDEN. CA VORTAC *KATSO, CA FIX 
“4000 - MCA KATSO FIX, NE BND 
KATSO, CA FIX *“SPOOK, CA FIX 
“9000 - MCA SPOOK FIX, NE BND 


§95.6028 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 28—Continved 


*RICHY, CA FIX 
N BND 
S BND 
*15000 - MCA RICHY FIX, N BND 
**12000 - MOCA 
RICHY, CA FIX “MUSTANG, NV VORTAC 
*10500 - MCA MUSTANG VORTAC, S BND 


SPOOK, CA FIX 


§95.6083 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 83 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


ALAMOSA, CO VORTAC BLOKE, CO FIX 


— BND 
W BND 
*10100 - MOCA 
PUEBLO, CO VORTAC 


HANKO. CO FIX 


§95.6085 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 85 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


DRAKO, CO FIX *BENAM, CO FIX 
*15300 - MCA BENAM FIX, NW BND 
ESTUS, CO FIX MEDICINE BOW, WY 
VORTAC 


§95.6087 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 87 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


SAN FRANCISCO, CA VOR/ = SCAGGS ISLAND, CA 
DME VORTAC 


§95.6089 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 89 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


CHILT, CO FIX *SILOW, CO FIX 
*11400 - MCA SILOW FIX, S BND 


§95.6092 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 92 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


GRANTSVILLE, MD VOR/ ARMEL, VA VORTAC 


DME 


§95.6101 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 101 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


GILL, CO VORTAC “LIBEL, CO FIX 
“13400 - MCA LIBEL FIX, W BND 
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FROM To MEA 


§95.6113 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 113 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


, LINDEN CA VORTAC *KATSO. CA FIX 5000 
*4000 - MCA KATSO FIX. NE BND 


KATSO. CA FIX “SPOOK, CA FIX 10500 
*9000 - MCA SPOOK FIX, NE BND 
SPOOK, CA FIX *RICHY, CA FIX 
N BND **13000 
$ BND **15000 
*15000 - MCA RICHY FIX, M BND 
**12000 - MOCA 
RICHY, CA FIX “MUSTANG NV VORTAC 13000 
"10500 - MCA MUSTANG VORTAC, S BND 
§95.6134 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 134 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 
GRAND JUNCTION CO TRACI, CO FIX 
VORTAC 
NE BND 11000 
SW BND 9000 
PACES CO FIX *MCKVR, CO FIX 13000 
"15000 - MRA 
MCKVR CO FIX GLENO CO FIX +3000 
RED TABLE, CO VOR/DME ——HERLS. CO FIX 
E BND 16000 
W BND 14000 


§95.6143 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 143 
IS AMENDED TO READ i PART 


GIZMO, NC FIX GREENSBORO, NC VORTAC 3000 


§95.6144 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 144 
1S AMENDED TO DELETE 


LINDFN, VA VORTAC BLUES, VA FIX 5000 


§95.6160 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 160 
IS AMENDED TO READ I PART 


SMITY. CO FIX CRITT, CO FIX *11000 
7000 - MOCA 
§95.6169 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 169 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 
TOBE. CO VORTAC HUGO, CO VORTAC 8000 
HU50, CO VORTAC THURMAN, CO VORTAC *7200 
"6600 - MOCA 
§95.6174 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 174 
1S AMENDED TO DELETE 
ELKINS. WV VORTAC “KNEAD, WV FIX **6000 
“6800 - MRA 
**5500 - MOCA 
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FROM TO MEA 
$95.6174 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 174—Continved 


KNEAD, WV FIX 
*6300 - MOCA 


SHAWNEE, VA VORTAC *6800 


§95.6187 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 187 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


RIZAL, CO FIX “MANTA, CO FIK 10900 
*10700 - MCA MANCA FIX. N BND 


HERRM, CO FIX *GRAND JUNCTION. CO 12000 
VORTAC 
*10300 - MCA GRAND JUNCTION VORTAC, S BND 
GRAND JUNCTION, CO "TESSY, CO FIX 10000 
VORTAC 
‘ *10700 - MCA TESSY FIX, N BND 
TESSY, CO FIX RACER, CO FIX *12000 
*11000 - MOCA 
RACER. CO FIX "RENAE. CO FIX **13000 
*13000 - MRA 
**10700 - MOCA 
§95.6211 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 211 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 
#13000E 


BRAZO, NM FIX #DURANGO, CO VOR/DME #11200W 
#%9000-E BND MCA #9100-W BND MCA 
DURANGO, CO VOR/DME CORTEZ, CO VOR/DME 1100 





§95.6214 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 214 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


GALLS, PA FIX GRANTSVILLE, MD VOR/ 5000 
DME 

GRANTSVILLE, MD VOR/ MARTINSBURG, WV *5000 
VORTAC 


*4500 - MOCA 


§95.6220 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 220 
IS AMENDED BY ADDING 


GRAND JUNCTION, CO TRACI, CO FIX 
VORTAC 
Sw BND 9000 
NE BND 11000 
TRACI, CO FIX PACES. CO FIX *11000 
*10100 - MOCA 
PACES, CO FIX *MCKVR. CO FIX 13000 
“15000 - MRA 
MCKWR. CO FIX MEEKER, CO VORTAC *15000 
*13000 - MOCA 
§95.6235 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 235 
IS AMENDED BY ADDING 
PEACH SPRINGS, AZ MORMON MESA, NV 10000 


VORTAC VORTAC 





27636 Federal Register / Vol. 54, No. 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Rules and Regulations 


FROM TO 


$95.6243 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 243 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


BOWLING GREEN, KY RENRO, KY FIX 
VORTAC 
*2400 - MOCA 
RENRO. KY FIX HUNTINGBURG, IN VOR/ 
DME 
*2000 - MOCA 
HUNTINGBURG, IN VOR/ TERRE HAUTE, IN VORTAC 
DME 
*2000 - MOCA 


§95.6263 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 263 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


CIMARRON NM VORTAC TOBE, CO VORTAC 
*10700 - MOCA 


§95.6266 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 266 
1S AMENDED TO READ 


ELECTRIC CITY, SC VORTAC PELZE SC FIX 
PELZE, SC FIX SPARTANBURG, SC 
VORTAC 
GREENSBORO. NC VORTAC  REIDE, NC FIX 
REIDE, NC FIX SOUTH BOSTON, VA 
VORTAC 
SOUTH BOSTON. VA HARVY. VA FIX 
VORTAC 
*1800 - MOCA 
HARVY, VA FIX LAWRENCEVILLE, VA 
VORTAC 
LAWRENCEVILLE, VA FRANKLIN, VA VORTAC 
VORTAC 
FRANKLIN, VA VORTAC *SUNNS. NC FIX 
*5000 - MCA SUNNS FIX, SE BND 
**1500 - MOCA 
SUNNS, NC FIX ELIZABETH CITY, NC VOR/ 
OME 
“4000 - MOCA 
ELIZABETH CITY, NC VOR/ WRIGHT BROTHERS, NC 
DME VOR/DME 


§95.6267 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 267 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


BAXLY, GA FIX DUBLIN GA VORTAC 
*2300 - MOCA 


§95.6283 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 283 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


LUCER, CA FIX HECTOR CA VORTAC 
*8000 - MOCA 
HECTOR, CA VORTAC “WHIGG CA FIX 
*12000 - MRA 
WHIGG. CA FIX BOULDER CITY NV 
VORTAC 


FROM TO 
§95.6296 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 296 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


HUSTN. NC FIX RAEFO, NC FIX 
*2000 - MOCA 
RAEFO, NC FIX FAYETTEVILLE NC VOR/ 
DME 


§95.6386 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 386 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


SAN MARCUS, CA VORTAC “*OHIGH. CA FIX 
“9000 - MRA 

OHIGH, CA FIX “FILLMORE, CA VORTAC 
*6100 - MCA FILLMORE VORTAC. W BND 


§95.6389 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 389 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


CIMARRON, NM VORTAC FOGLE, NM FIX 
*10700 - MOCA 


§95.6391 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 391 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


DOVE CREEK. CO VORTAC *GRAND JUNCTION. CO 
VORTAC 
*10300 - MCA GRAND JUNCTION VORTAC S BND 


§95.6398 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 398 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


WATERTOWN, SD VORTAC REDWOOD FALLS, MN 
VORTAC 


§95.6408 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 408 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


ROBRT, MD FIX VINNY, MD FIX 
VINNY MD FIX MODENA, PA VORTAC 


§95.6409 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 409 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


LOCAS, NC FIX LIBERTY NC VORTAC 
LIBERTY NC VORTAC RALEIGH; DURHAM NC 
VORTAC 


§95.6454 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 454 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


GIZMO NC FIX LIBERTY NC VORTAC 
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FROM TO MEA 


§95.6528 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 528 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


SALT RIVER, AZ VORTAC *TENTS, AZ FIX **11000 
*13000 - MCA TENTS FIX, — BND 
**9200 - MOCA 
TENTS, AZ FIX PAYSO, AZ FIX “14000 
“9700 - MOCA 
PAYSO, AZ FIX ST JOHNS. AZ VORTAC *13000 
*9800 - MOCA 
§95.6587 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 587 
1S ADDED TO READ 
HOMELAND. CA VOR *LUCER, CA FIX 10500 
*9300 - MCA LUCER FIX, SW BND 
LUCER, CA FIX BULGY, CA FIX “9000 
*8000 - MOCA 
BULGY, CA FIX DAGGETT, CA VORTAC 8000 
DAGGETT, CA VORTAC *WHIGG. CA FIX 10000 
*12000 - MRA 
WHIGG, CA FIX BOULDER CITY, NV 10000 
VORTAC 
§95.6591 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 591 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 
GRAND JUNCTION, CO TRACI, CO FIX 
VORTAC 
NE BND 11000 
SW BND 9000 
PACES, CO FIX *MCKVR, CO FIX 13000 
*15000 - MRA 
MCKVR, CO FIX GLENO, CO FIX ° 13000 
§95.6593 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 593 
1S ADDED TO READ 
PUEBLO, CO VORTAC HANKO, CO FIX 8900 
HANKO, CO FIX *AUDRY, CO FIX 9000 
*9500 - MRA 
AUDRY, CO FIX DENVER, CO VORTAC #500 


§95.6402 HAWAR VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 2 


1S AMENDED TO GRAD MH PART 
HONOLULU, Hi VORTAC PALAY, Hi FIX 3500 
HARPO, Hi FIX MAKEN, Hi FIX 7000 
MAKEN, Hi FIX UPOLU POINT Hi VORTAC 8 *7000 


*6000 - MOCA 


FROM ae MEA 
§95.6402 HAWAII VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 2—Continued 


UPOLU POINT, Hi VORTAC WAPIO, HI FIX *7000 
*6000 - MOCA 
WAPIO, Hi FIX PARIS, Hi FIX 
— BND *4500 
W BND *6000 
*4000 - MOCA 
PARIS, Hi FIX *ARBOR. Hi FIX **4900 
“8000 - MRA 
**3000 - MOCA 


§95.6404 HAWAII VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 4 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


GECKO, Hi FIX 
“2800 - MOCA 


HONOLULU, Hi VORTAC *4000 


§95.6407 HAWAIl VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 7 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


MOANA, Hi FIX *ROWIN. Hi FIX 4000 
*5500 - MCA ROWIN FIX, N BND 


§95.6411 HAWAI VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 11 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


BARBY. Hi FIX 5400 
MAUI, Hi VORTAC 5000 


PULPS, HI FIX 
BARBY, Hi FIX 


$95.6412 HAWAII VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 12 
IS AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


LEANE, Hi FIX *KEOLA, Hi FIX 
W BND 16000 
— BND 5000 
*5000 - MRA 


§95.6416 HAWAII VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 16 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


GRAIL, HI FIX *KEOLA, HI FIX 5000 


*5000 - MRA 
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FROM TO MEA MAA 


§95.7030 JET ROUTE NO. 30 
1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


KESSEL, WV VOR/DME TRIXY, VA FIX 


$95.7034 JET ROUTE NO. 34 


1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


KESSEL, WV VOR/DME TRIXY, VA FIX 


§95.7148 JET ROUTE NO. 148 


1S AMENDED BY ADDING 


O NEILL, NE VORTAC ~ MASON CITY, 1A VORTAC 


§95.7212 JET ROUTE NO. 212 


1S AMENDED TO READ IN PART 


BUCKEYE, AZ VORTAC PALM SPRINGS, CA VORTAC 
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§95.8003 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAYS CHANGEOVER POINTS 
AIRWAY SEGMENT CHANGEOVER POINTS 


DISTANCE 


V-87 
1S AMENDED BY ADDING 


SAN FRANCISCO, CA VOR/DME SCAGGS ISLAND, CA SAN FRANCISCO 
VORTAC 


V-174 
IS AMENDED TO DELETE 


ELKINS, WV VORTAC SHAWNEE, VA VORTAC ELKINS 


V-243 
1S AMENDED BY ADDING 


HUNTINGBURG, IN VOR/DME TERRE HAUTE, IN VORTAC HUNTINGBURG 


[FR Doc. 89-15484 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-C 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Food and Drug Administration 


21 CFR Part 81 
[Docket No. 76N-0366] 


Provisional Listing of FD&C Red No. 3 
in Cosmetics and Externally Applied 
Drugs and of Its Lakes in Food, Drugs, 
and Cosmetics; Postponement of 
Closing Date 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is postponing the 
closing date for the provisional listing of 
FD&C Red No. 3 for use in coloring 
cosmetics and externally applied drugs 
and of the lakes of this color additive for 
use in coloring food, drugs, and 
cosmetics. The new closing date for the 
provisional listing of this color additive 
will be August 29, 1989. This 
postponement will permit the 
uninterrupted use of this color additive 
and its lakes while FDA prepares 
appropriate Federal Register documents 
to announce the agency's decision on 
the regulatory status of this color 
additive and its lakes. 


DATES: Effective June 30, 1989. The new 
closing date for FD&C Red No. 3 and its 
lakes will be August 29, 1989. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Gerad L. McCowin, Center for Food 
Safety and Applied Nutrition (HFF-330), 
Food and Drug Administration, 200 C St. 
SW., Washington, DC 20204, 202-472- 
5676. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
Title II of the Color Additive 
Amendments of 1960 (the transitional 
provisions) (Pub. L. 86-618, sec. 203 (21 
U.S.C. 376, note)), FDA is authorized to 
postpone the closing date of the 
provisional listing of a color additive. 
The standard for issuing such 
postponements is well established: 
“Such postponements must be 
consistent with the public health, and 
the Commissioner must judge that the 
scientific investigations are going 
forward in good faith and will be 
completed as soon as reasonably 
practicable.” (MclIlwain v. Hayes, 690 
F.2d 1041, 1047 (D.C. Cir. 1982) and 
Public Citizen v. Young, 831 F.2d 1108, 
1122 (D.C. Cir. 1987).) 

In the Federal Register of August 30, 
3988 (53 FR 33147), FDA proposed to 
postpone the closing date for FD&C Red 
No. 3. FDA proposed the postponement 
to allow the agency time to complete its 
evaluation of new data submitted by the 


Certified Color Manufacturers’ 
Association (CCMA). The postponement 
was intended to allow the agency to 
complete its evaluation of the sale and 
use data on FD&C Red No. 3, to make a 
final decision with respect to the status 
of FD&C Red No. 3 under the color 
additive amendments, and to prepare 
the appropriate Federal Register 
documents for the regulation of this 
color additive. In the Federal Register of 
October 28, 1988 (53 FR 43685), FDA 
published a final rule to establish a 
closing date for FD&C Red No. 3 of June 
30, 1989. 

FDA has completed its review of the 
data submitted by CCMA. In order to 
provide the agency with sufficient time 
to prepare the Federal Register 
documents setting forth the agency's 
decision on the regulatory status of the 
color additive and its lakes (Refs. 1 and 
2), FDA is postponing the closing date 
for FD&C Red No. 3 and its lakes to 
August 29, 1989, by publication of this 
final rule. Accordingly, the order set 
forth below would amend 21 CFR 81.1(a) 
and 81.27(d) to postpone the closing date 
to August 29, 1989, to provide sufficient 
time for the agency to take final action 
in this matter. 

The agency believes that 
postponement of the closing date for the 
provisionally listed uses of FD&C Red 
No. 3 and its lakes is appropriate and 
consistent with the standard for issuing 
such postponements. In particular, FDA 
believes that the continued use of these 
color additives for an additional period 
not to exceed 60 days-will not pose a 
hazard to the public health. To the 
extent that there are risks from the use 
of FD&C Red No. 3 and its lakes, these 
risks result from chronic exposure to the 
color additive. Thus, a postponement of 
the closing date of only 60 days will not 
have any measurable effect on the 
public health. In addition, the agency 
has completed its review of the 
scientific data and will complete the 
Federal Register documents announcing 
the agency's decision as soon as 
practicable. These actions represent the 
final steps of the agency's evaluation of 
the investigations on the safety of the 
provisionally listed uses of FD&C Red 
No. 3. Accordingly, this brief 
postponement of the closing date for 
FD&C Red No. 3 and its lakes is 
consistent with the standard articulated 
in Mcllwain v. Hayes, supra, and Public 
Citizen v. Young, supra. 

The agency has determined under 21 
CFR 25.24(a)(8) that this action is of a 
type that does not individually or 
cumulatively have a significant effect on 
the human environment. Therefore, 
neither an environmental assessment 
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nor an environmental impact statement 
is required. 

FDA has determined that extending 
the provisional listing of these color 
additives requires no change in the 
current industry practice concerning the 
manufacture or use of these ingredients. 
Therefore, FDA certifies, in accordance 
with section 605(b) of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act, that no significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities would derive 
from this action. Further, the economic 
effects of this final rule-have been 
analyzed and it has been determined 
that it is not a major rule as defined in 
Executive Order 12291. 


References 


The following references have been 
placed on display in the Dockets 
Management Branch (HFA-305), Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, and 
may be seen by interested persons 
between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. 

1. Letter dated May 2, 1989, from 
Gerad L. McCowin, Division of Food 
and Color Additives, Center for Food 
Safety and Applied Nutrition, FDA, to E. 
Edward Kavanaugh, Cosmetic, Toiletry, 
and Fragrance Association. 

2. Letter dated May 2, 1989, from 
Gerad L. McCowin, Division of Food 
and Color Additives, Center for Food 
Safety and Applied Nutrition, FDA, to 
Daniel R. Thompson, Counsel to 
Certified Color Manufacturers’ 
Association. 


List of Subjects in 21 CFR Part 81 
Color additives, Cosmetics, Drugs. 


Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs, Part 81 is amended 
as follows: 


PART 81—GENERAL SPECIFICATIONS 
AND GENERAL RESTRICTIONS FOR 
PROVISIONAL COLOR ADDITIVES 
FOR USE IN FOODS, DRUGS, AND 
COSMETICS 


1. The authority citation for 21 CFR 
Part 81 continues to read as follows: 


Authority: Secs. 701, 706, 52 Stat. 1055-1056 
as amended, 74 Stat. 399-407 as amended (21 
U.S.C. 371, 376); Title II, Pub. L. 86-618; sec. 
203, 74 Stat. 404-407 (21 U.S.C. 376, note); 21 
CFR 5.10. 


§81.1 [Amended] 


2. Section 81.1 Provisional lists of 
color additives is.amended in the table 
of paragraph (a) by revising the closing 








Federal Register / Vol. 54, No. 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Rules and Regulations 


27641 





date fo: the entry “FD&C Red No. 3” to 
read “August 29, 1989.” 


§ 81.27 [Amended] 

3. Section 81.27 Conditions of 
provisional listing is amended in the 
table, appearing in the introductory text 
of paragraph (d), by revising the closing 
date for the entry “FD&C Red No. 3” to 
read “August 29, 1989.” 

Dated: June 21, 1989. 

John M. Taylor, 

Associate Commissioner for Regulatory 
Affairs. 

[FR Doc. 89-15309 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 





DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 


30 CFR Part 15 
RIN 1219-AA23 


Requirements for Approval of 
Explosives and Sheathed Explosive 
Units; Correction 


AGENCY: Mine Safety and Health 
Administration, Labor. 


ACTION: Final rule; corrections. 


SUMMARY: This notice corrects 
typographical errors in the final rule for 
requirements for approval of explosives 
and sheathed explosive units in Title 30 
of the Code of Federal Regulations (53 
FR 46748). This document corrects 
typographical errors in this rule. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Patricia W. Silvey, Director, Office of 
Standards, Regulations, and Variances. 
MSHA, phone (703) 235-1910. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
November 18, 1988, the Mine Safety and 
Health Administration (MSHS) 
published a final rule to revise its 
requirements for approval of explosives 
and sheathed explosive units in Title 30 
of the Code of Federal Regulations (53 
FR 46748). This document corrects 
typographical errors in that rule. 

1. On page 46749, in the second 
column, under the heading “Subpart A— 
General Provisions,” in the first full 
paragraph, the 7th line, after sheathed, 
“explosives” should read “explosive”. 

2. On page 46752, in the third column, 
in the first full paragraph, in the 12th 
line, first word, “explosive” should read 
“explosives”. 

3. On page 46754, in the third column, 
in the last paragraph, in the 11th line 
from the bottom of the page, “air gap”, 
before sensitivity should read “air-gap”. 

4. On page 46755, in the third column, 
in the first full paragraph, in the 9th line, 


between “safety and health”, “and” 
should read “or”. 

5. On page 46756, in the first column, 
in the last paragraph, in the 3rd line, 
“product” should be inserted between 
“minimum” and “firing”. 

6. On page 46760 in the second 
column, in the last line at the bottom of 
the page, “units” should be inserted 
after “sheathed”. 

7. On page 46761 in the first column, in 
the third full paragraph, first word in the 
second line should read “holders”. 


§ 15.7 [Corrected] 


8. On page 46763, in the first column, 
in paragraph (a) of § 15.7, in the third 
line, the last word “test” should read 
“trade”. 

Patricia W. Silvey, 
Director, Office of Standards, Regulations 
and Variances. 

Date: June 27, 1989. 

[FR Doc. 89-15558 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-43-M 


30 CFR Part 75 
RIN 1219-AA16 


Safety Standards for Explosives and 
Blasting 


AGENCY: Mine Safety and Health 
Administration, Labor. 


ACTION: Final rule; corrections. 


SUMMARY: This notice corrects 
typographical errors in the final rule of 
safety standards for explosives and 
blasting in underground coal mines 
which appeared in the Federal Register 
on November 18, 1988 (53 FR 46768). 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Patricia W. Silvey, Director, Office of 
Standards, Regulations, and Variances. 
MSHA, phone (703) 235-1910. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
November 18, 1988, the Mine Safety and 
Health Administration (MSHA) 
published a final rule to revise its safety 
standards for explosives and blasting in 
Title 30 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations (53 FR 46768). This 
document corrects typographical errors 
in that rule. 

1. On page 46770, in the second 
column, in the 15th line from the top of 
the page, “purpose” should read 
“purposes”. 

2. On page 46781, in the third column, 
in the 5th line from the top of the page, 
“FHR” should read “RFH”. 

3. On page 46786, in the first column, 
in the 12th line from the top of the page, 
after Subchapter, “N” should read “O”. 


§ 75.1323 [Corrected] 

4. On page 46789, in the second 
column, in paragraph (d)(1) of § 75.1323, 
“guage” should read “gauge”. 

5. On page 46789, in the second 
column, in paragraph (f)(3) of § 75.1323, 
“guage” should read “gauge”. 

6. On page 46789, in the second 
column, in paragraph (i) of § 75.1323, 
after “round” in the second line, insert a 
comma. 


§ 75.1327 [Corrected] 

7. On page 46789, in the third column, 
in the introductory text of paragraph (b) 
of § 75.1327, after “disposed”, insert 
“Or 
Patricia W. Silvey, 

Director, Office of Standards, Regulations 
and Variances. 

Date: June 27, 1989. 


[FR Doc. 89-15559 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-43-M 





DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Coast Guard 


33 CFR Part 100 
[OGD 05-88-52] 


Special Local Regulations for Marine 
Events; Philadelphia Freedom Festival; 
Delaware River, Philadelphia, PA 


AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of implementation of 33 
CFR 100.509. 


summary: This notice implements 33 
CFR 100.509 for the fireworks portion of 
the Philadelphia Freedom Festival. The 
display will be launched from barges 
anchored off pier 30S, Delaware River, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania from 10:00 
p.m. to 11:00 p.m., July 1, 1989. The 
regulations in 33 CFR 100.509 are needed 
to control vessel traffic in the immediate 
vicinity of the event due to the confined 
nature of the waterway and expected 
spectator craft congestion during the 
event. The regulations restrict general 
navigation in the area for the safety of 
life and property on the navigable 
waters during the event. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: The regulations in 33 
CFR 100.509 are effective from 9:00 p.m. 
to Midnight, July 1, 1989. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Billy J. Stephenson, Chief, Boating 
Affairs Branch, Fifth Coast Guard 
District, 431 Crawford Street, 
Portsmouth, Virginia 23704-5004, (804) 
398-6204. 
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The drafters of this notice are Billy J. 
Stephenson, project officer, Chief, 
Boating Affairs Branch, Boating Safety 
Division, Fifth Coast Guard District, and 
Lieutenant Commander Robin K. Kutz, 
project attorney, Fifth Coast Guard 
District Legal Staff. 


Discussion of Regulations 


Pyrodyne Aerial Productions, of 
Tacoma, Washington, submitted an 
application to hold a fireworks display 
in conjunction with the Philadelphia 
Freedom Festival to be held on July 1, 
1989. The display will be launched from 
barges anchored off pier 30S, Delaware 
River, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. Since 
many spectator vessels are expected to 
be in the area to watch the fireworks, 
the regulations in 33 CFR 100.509 are 
being implemented for this event. 

The fireworks will be launched from 
within the regulated area. The waterway 
will be closed during the display. Since 
the closure will not be for an extended 
period, commercial traffic should not be 
severely disrupted. 

These regulations are implemented by 
publication of this implementing notice 
in the Federal Register and by notice in 
the Fifth District Local Notice to 
Mariners. 

Date: June 21, 1989. 

A.D. Breed, 

Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Commander, 
Fifth Coast Guard District. 

[FR Doc. 89-15507 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M 


33 CFR Part 117 
[CGD8-83-02] 


Drawbridge Operation Regulations; 
Terrebonne Bayou, LA 

AGENCY: U.S. Coast Guard, DOT. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


summaRY: At the request of the 
Louisiana Department of Transportation 
and Development (LDOTD), the Coast 
Guard is changing the regulations 
governing the operations of two state- 
owned drawbridges over Terrebonne 
Bayou, Louisiana, as follows: 

(1) The vertical lift span bridge, mile 
22.2, on LA 58 at Montegut, Terrebonne 
Parish, Louisiana, will open on at least 
four hours advance notice from 9 p.m. to 
5 a.m. 

(2) The swing span (Daigleville) 
bridge, mile 35.5, on LA 57 at Houma, 
Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, will be 
permitted to open on at least four hours 
advance notice from 10-p.m. to 6 a.m., in 
addition to the present regulation which 


states that the draw of this bridge need 
not be opened from 7 to 8:30 a.m. and 
from 4:30 to 6 p.m., Monday through 
Friday except holidays. 

The bridges will open on signal at all 
other times. These changes are being 
made because of infrequent requests to 
open the draw of the bridges during the 
prescribed four-hour advance notice 
periods. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: These regulations 
become effective on July 31, 1989. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. John Wachter, Bridge 
Administration Branch, Eighth Coast 
Guard District, telephone (504) 589-2965. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION. On 28 
February 1989, the Coast Guard 
published a proposed rule (54 FR 8348) 
concerning this amendment. The 
Commander, Eighth Coast Guard 
District, also published the proposal as a 
Public Notice dated 10 March 1989. In 
each notice interested parties were 
given until 14 April 1989 to submit 
comments. 


Drafting Information 


The drafters of these regulations are 
Mr. John Wachter, project officer, and 
Commander J. A. Unzicker, project 
attorney. 


Discussion of Comments 


Three letters of comment were 
received in response to public 
notification of the proposed rule change. 
The National Marine Fisheries Service 
and the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency offered no 
objection to the proposed change. Mr. 
Percy Boudeois, Jr., advised us that it 
would be somewhat of an inconvenience 
to him because he sometimes needs to 
pass the bridge during the advance 
notice period. The Coast Guard has 


_ carefully considered the comment and 


believes that while the lone objector 
may be slightly inconvenienced by the 
regulated openings, he will still have the 
opportunity to pass through the bridge 
with a minimal amount of planning. 
Therefore, in the absence of significant 
objection to the proposal as published in 
(54 FR 8348) on 28 February 1989, the 
final rule is unchanged from the 
proposed rule. 


Federalism Implications 


This action has been analyzed in 
accordance with the principles and 
criteria contained in Executive Order 
12612, and it has been determined that 
the final rulemaking does not have 
sufficient federalism implications to 
warrant the preparation of a Federalisn 
Assessment. 


Economic Assessment and Certification 


These regulations are considered to 
be non-major under Executive Order 
12291 on Federal Regulation and 
nonsignificant under the Department of 
Transportation regulatory policies and 
procedures (44 FR 11034: February 26, 
1979). 

The economic impact of this proposal 
is expected to be so minimal that a full 
regulatory evaluation is unnecessary. 
The basis for this conclusion is that, 
with some planning by vessel operators 
that use the waterway, openings on a 
regulated basis will cause only minimal 
delay, or no delay, for boaters. Since the 
economic impact of these regulations is 
expected to be minimal, the Coast 
Guard certifies that they will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 


List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 117 
Bridges. 
Regulations 


In consideration cf the foregoing, Part 
117 of Title 33, Code of Federal 
Regulations, is amended as follows: 


PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE 
OPERATION REGULATIONS 


1. The authority citation for Part 117 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 33 U.S.C. 499; 49 CFR 1.46 and 33 
CFR 1.05~1(g). 


2. Section 117.505 is amended by 
redesignating paragraphs (a) and (b) as 
paragraphs (b) and (c), respectively, and 
by adding new paragraphs (a), (d), and 
(e) to read as follows: 


§ 117.505 Terrebonne Bayou. 


(a) The draw of the S58 bridge, mile 
22.2 at Montegut, shall open on signal; 
except that from 9 p.m to 5 a.m. the 
draw shall open on signal if at least four 
hours notice is given. 


* * * o * 


(d) The draw of the Daigleville bridge, 
mile 35.5 at Houma, shall open on signal; 
except that, the draw need not open for 
passage of vessels Monday through 
Friday except holidays from 7 a.m. to 
8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. to 6 p.m. From 10 
p.m. to 6 a.m. the draw shall open on 
signal if at least four hours notice is 
given. 

(e) During advance notice periods, the 
draws of the bridges listed in this 
section shall open on less than four 
hours notice for an emergency and shall 
open on signal should a temporary surge 
in waterway traffic occur. 
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Dated: June 13, 1989. 
W. F. Merlin, 


Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Commander, 
Eighth Coast Guard District. 


[FR Doc. 89-15506 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M 





ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


40 CFR Parts 180, 185, and 186 
[OPP-300200; FRL-3610-5] 
Updating of Pesticide Names; 
Technical Amendments 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

ACTION: Final rule; technical 
amendments. 


SUMMARY: This document updates the 


names of five pesticides currently listed 
in 40 CFR Parts 185 and 186 to reflect 
common names which are used in Part 
180 for these pesticides. These are 
merely technical amendments that 
impose no new regulatory requirements; 
therefore, advance notice and public 
comment are unnecessary. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 30, 1989. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard D. Schmitt, Health Effects 

Division (H7509C), Environmental 

Protection Agency, 401 M Street SW., 

Washington, DC 20460 
Office location and telephone number: 

Room 810, CM #2, 1921 Jefferson 

Davis Highway, Arlington, VA, (703) 

557-7324. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
document amends three food additive 
regulations in 40 CFR Part 185 and four 
feed additive regulations in Part 186 to 
reflect the pesticides’ common names as 
used in Part 180. The common name of 
each pesticide will appear in the 
heading of the regulation; the text of the 
regulation will include both the common 
name and the chemical name of the 
pesticide. 

In addition, 40 CFR 180.400, 180.422, 
185.3300, 185.5450, and 186.3300 are 
being revised and updated to reflect the 
oreneres chemical name. 

Each regulation discussed in this 
document is being further amended to 
include the Chemical Abstracts Service 
(CAS) registry number for the pesticide. 

No new regulatory requirements are 
being added. The changes being made 
are merely technical amendments. 


List of Subjects in 40 CFR Parts 180, 185, 
and 186 


Pesticides and pests, Food additives, 
Animal feeds, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. 


Dated: June 16, 1989. 
Anne E. Lindsay, 
Director, Registration Division, Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 

Therefore, the following technical 
amendments are made to 40 CFR Parts 
180, 185, and 186: 


PART 180—[AMENDED] 


1. In Part 180: ° 

a. The authority citation for Part 180 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 346a and 371. 


b. In § 180.400, the introductory text is 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 180.400 Flucythrinate; tolerances for 
residues. 


Tolerances are established for 
residues of the insecticide flucythrinate 
((RS)-cyano-(3-phenoxypheny])methy! 
(S)-4-(difluoromethoxy)-alpha-{1- 
methylethyl)benzeneacetate; CAS Reg. 
No. 70124-77-5) in or on the following 
raw agricultural commodities: 

c. In § 180.422, the introductory text is 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 180.422 Tralomethrin; tolerances for 
residues. 


Tolerances are established for the 
combined residues of the insecticide 
tralomethrin ((S)-alpha-cyano-3- 
phenoxybenzyl (1A,35)-2,2-dimethyl-3- 
[(RS)-1,2,2,2- 


tetrabromethyl]cyclopropanecarboxylate; 


CAS Reg. No. 66841-25-6) and its 
metabolites (S)-alpha-cyano-3- 
phenoxybenzy] (12,3R)-3-(2,2,- 
dibromoviny])-2,2- 
dimethylcyclopropanecarboxylate and 
(S)-alpha-cyano-3-phenoxybenzyl (15, 
3R)-3-(2,2-dibromoviny])-2,2- 
dimethylcyclopropanecarboxylate 
calculated as the parent in or on the 
following raw agricultural commodities: 

d. In § 180.436, the introductory text is 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 180.436 Cyfiuthrin; tolerances for 
residues. 


Tolerances are established for 
residues of the insecticide cyfluthrin 
(cyano(4-fluoro-3-phenoxyphenyl)methy! 
3-(2,2-dichloroetheny])-2,2- 
dimethylcyclopropanecarboxylate; CAS 
Reg. No. 68359-37-5) in or on the 
following raw agricultural commodities: 


* * * 


PART 185—[ AMENDED] 


2. In Part 185: 
a. The authority citation for Part 185 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 21 U.S.C. 348. 
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b. In § 185.1250, the section heading is 
revised and in paragraphs (a), (b), and 
the introductory text of (c), “cyano(4- 
fluoro-3-phenoxyphenyl)methyl-3-{2,2- 
dichloroethenyl 2,2- 
dimethylcyclopropanecarboxylate” is 
revised to read “cyfluthrin (cyano(4- 
fluoro-3-phenoxyphenyl)methy1-3-(2,2- 
dichloroetheny])-2,2- 
dimethylcylcopropanecarboxylate; CAS 
Reg. No. 69359-37-5)” in each place it 
appears. The section heading, as 
revised, reads as follows: 


§ 185.1250 Cyfluthrin. 
* * * a * 


c. In § 185.3300, the section heading 
and the introductory text are revised, to 
read as follows: 


§ 185.3300 Flucythrinate. 

Tolerances are established for 
residues of the insecticide flucythrinate 
((RS)-cyano-(3-phenoxyphenyl)methy] 

S)-4-(difluoromethoxy)-alpha-{1- 
methylethyl)benzeneacetate; CAS Reg. 
No. 70124-77-5) in or on the following 
food commodities, resulting from 
application of the insecticide to the 
growing crop: 

d. In § 185.5450, the section heading 
and the introductory text are revised to 
read as follows: 


§ 185.5450 Tralomethrin. 


Tolerances are established for the 
combined residues of the insecticide 
tralomethrin ((S)-alpha-cyano-3- 
phenoxybenzyl-{12,35S)-2,2-dimethy]-3- 
{(S)-1,2,2,2- 
tetrabromoethyl]cyclopropanecarboxylat 
CAS Reg. No. 66841-25-6]) and its 
metabolites (S)-alpha-cyano-3- 
phenoxybenzy] (12,32)-3-(2,2- 
dibromoviny])-2,2- 
dimethylcylopropanecarboxylate and 
(S)-alpha-cyano-3-phenoxybenzy]l (15, 
3R)-3-(2,2-dibromoviny])-2,2- 
dimethylcyclopropanecarboxylate 
calculated as the parent in or on the 
following food commodities when 
present as a result of application of the 
insecticide to the growing crops: 


. * * * 


PART 186—[ AMENDED] 


3. In Part 186: 
a. The authority citation for Part 186 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 21 U.S.C. 348. 


b. In § 186.1250, the section heading is 
revised and in paragraphs (a), (b), and 
the introductory text of (c), “cyano(4- 
fluoro-3-phenoxyphenyl)methyl-3-(2,2- 
dichloroetheny])-2,2-dimethyl- 
cyclopropanecarboxylate” is revised to 
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read “cyfluthrin (cyano(4-fluoro-3- 
phenoxypheny!)methyl-3-(2,2- 
dichloroetheny])}-2,2- 
dimethylcyclopropanecarboxylate; CAS 
Reg. No. 68359-37-5)” in each place it 
appears. The section heading, as 
revised, reads as follows: 


§ 186.1250 Cyfluthrin. 
c. Section 186.1875 is revised to read 
as follows: 


§ 186.1875 Propanil. 

Tolerances are established for the 
combined residues of the herbicide 
propanil (3’,4’-dichloropropionanilide; 
CAS Reg. No. 709-98-8) and its 
metabolites (calculated as the parent 
compound) in or on the following 
processed feeds when present therein as 
a result of application of the herbicide to 


d. Section 186.2775 is revised to read 
as follows: 


$ 186.2775 Ethofumesate. 

Tolerances are established for 
combined residues of the herbicide 
ethofumesate (2-ethoxy-2,3-dihydro-3,3- 
dimethyl-5-benzofuranyl 
methanesulfonate; CAS Reg. No. 26225- 
79-6) and its metabolites 2-hydroxy-2,3- 
dihydro-3,3-dimethyl-5-benzofuranyl 
methanesulfonate and 2,3-dihydro-3,3- 
dimethyl-2-oxo-5-benzofuranyl 
methanesulfonate (both calculated as 
the parent compound) in or on the 
following processed feeds when present 
therein as a result of application of the 
herbicide to the growing crops: 


e. In § 186.3300, the introductory text 
is revised to read as follows: 


§ 186.3300 Flucythrinate. 

Tolerances are established for 
residues of the insecticide flucythrinate 
((AS)-cyano-(3-phenoxyphenyl)methy! 
(S)-4-(difluoromethoxy)-alpha-(1- 
methylethyl)benzeneacetate; CAS Reg. 


No. 70124-77-5) in or on the following 
processed feeds when present therein as 
a result of application of the herbicide to 
growing crops: 

[FR Doc. 89-15548 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


" [FRL-3610-6) 


40 CFR 271 


Florida; Schedule of Compliance for 
Modification of Hazardous Waste 


Program 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION: Notice of Florida Compliance 
Schedule to Adopt Program 
Modifications. 


summary: On September 22, 1986, EPA 


promulgated amendments to the 
deadlines for State program 
modifications, and published 
requirements for States to be placed on 
a compliance schedule to adopt the 
necessary program modifications. EPA 
is today publishing a compliance 
schedule for Florida to modify its 
program in accordance with § 271.21(g) 
to adopt the Federal program 
modifications. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Otis Johnson, Jr., Chief, Waste Planning 
Section, RCRA Branch, Waste 
Management Division, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 345 
Courtland Street, NE, Atlanta, Georgia 
30365, (404) 347-3016. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
A. Background 


Final authorization to implement the 
Federal hazardous waste program 
within the State is granted by EPA if the 
Agency finds that the State program (1) 
is “equivalent” to the Federal program, 
(2) is “consistent” with the Federal 
program and other State programs, and 
(3) provides for adequate enforcement 
(Section 3006(b), 42 U.S.C. 6226(b)). EPA 
regulations for final authorization 
appear at 40 CFR 271.1 through 271.24. In 
order to retain authorization, a State 
must revise its program to adopt new 
Federal requirements by the cluster 
deadlines and procedures as specified in 
40 CFR 271.21. See 51 FR 33712, 
September 22, 1986 for a complete 
discussion of these procedures and 
deadlines. 


B. Florida 
Florida initially received final 
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authorization of its hazardous waste 
program on February 12, 1985 (50 FR 
3908, January 29, 1985). Florida 
submitted a final program revision 
application for non-HSWA requirements 
promulgated through June 30, 1985 (non- 
HSWA Cluster I). 

Florida received final authorization 
for these revisions on March 1, 1988 (53 
FR 127, January 5, 1988). Florida was 
placed on a schedule of compliance to 
obtain program modifications for 
Section 3006(f), Availability of 
Information (AOI) of the HSWA (52 FR 
26013, July 10, 1987). Florida submitted a 
final revision application for non-HSWA 
requirements promulgated through June 
30, 1986 (non-HSWA Cluster Il). Florida 
received final authorization for non- 
HSWA II and AOI on January 2, 1989 (53 
FR 50529, December 16, 1988). Today 
EPA is publishing a compliance 
schedule for Florida to obtain program 
modifications for authority to regulate 
Radioactive Mixed Waste as per 51 FR 
24504, July 3, 1986. 

The State has agreed to obtain the 
needed program revisions according to 
the following schedule or earlier if 
practicable: 


Florida expects to submit a final 
application to EPA for authorization for 
Radioactive Mixed Waste by March 1, 
1990. 

Authority: Secs. 2002({a), 3006, and 7004(b) 
of the Solid Waste Disposal Act, as amended, 
42 U.S.C. 6912{a), 6926, and 6974(B). 

Dated: June 22, 1989. 

Joe R. Franzmathis 

Acting Regional Administrator. 

{FR Doc. 89-15547 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
48 CFR Ch. 9 


Acquisition Regulation; Miscellaneous 
Amendments 


AGENCY: Department of Energy. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


summary: The Department of Energy is 
amending the Department of Energy 
Acquisition Regulation (DEAR) to clarify 
and update certain policy and 
procedural requirements. These 
revisions include the update of approval 
authorities for particular actions, use of 
a standard small purchase form, update 
of addresses for certain submissions, 
changes in property recordkeeping 
requirements and asset codes, 
correction of some typographical errors, 
and clarification regarding several 
contract clauses. 
DATE: This rule will be effective July 31, 
1989. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Cherlyn Seckinger, Procurement and 
Assistance Management (MA-421), 
artment of Energy, 1000 
Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586-9737. 
Edward Weber, Office of the Assistant 
General Counsel for Procurement and 
Finance (GC-34), Department of 
Energy, 1000 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, DC 20585, (202) 
586-1526. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


I. Procedural Requirements 
A. Review Under Executive Order 12291 
B. Review Under the Regulatory Flexibility 


Act 

C. Review Under the Paperwork Reduction 
Act 

D. Review Under Executive Order 12612 

E. National Environmental Policy Act 


1. Comments on Proposed Rule 
I. Procedural Requirements 
A. Review Under Executive Order 12291 


This executive order, entitled “Federal 
Regulations,” requires that certain 
regulations be reviewed by Office of 
Management and Budget prior to their 
promulgation. The OMB has concluded 
its review and has no objections to the 
changes. 


B. Review Under the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act 


This rule was reviewed under the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980, Pub. 
L. 96-354, which requires preparation of 
a regulatory flexibility analysis for any 
rule which is likely to have significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. This rule will 


have no impact on interest rates, tax 
policies or liabilities, the cost of goods 
or services, or other direct economic 
factors. It will also not have any indirect 
economic consequences, such as 
changed construction rates. The 
Department of Energy certifies that this 
rule will not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities and, therefore, no regulatory 
flexibility analysis has been prepared. 


C. Review Under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act 


The information collections in this 
rule have been cleared by the OMB 
under the provisions of the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et 
seq.), and OMB’s implementing 
regulations at 5 CFR Part 1320. 


D. Review Under Executive Order 12612 


Executive Order 12612, 52 FR 41685 
(October 30, 1987), requires that 
regulations, rules, legislation, and any 
other policy actions be reviewed for any 
substantial direct effects on States, on 
the relationship between the national 
government and the States, or in the 
distribution of power and 
responsibilities among various levels of 
government. If there are sufficient 
substantial direct effects, then the 
Executive order requires preparation of 
a federalism assessment to be used in 
all ee 2 promulgating 
and imp ting a policy action. 

Today's final rule will revise certain 
policy and procedural requirements, for 
purpose of clarification and updating. 
States which contract with the DOE will 
be subject to the revisions. However, the 
DOE has determined that none of the 
revisions will have a substantial direct 
effect on the institutional interests or 
traditional function of States. 


E. National Environmental Policy Act 


The DOE has concluded that 
promulgation of this rule would not 
represent a major Federal action having 
significant impact on the human 
environment under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 
1969 (42 U.S.C. 432 et seq.) (1976) or the 
Council on Environmental Quality 
Regulations (40 CFR Part 1020) and, 
therefore, does not require an 
environmental impact statement or an 
environmental assessment pursuant to 


NEPA. 
II. Comments on Proposed Rule 


The DOE issued a proposed rule (54 
FR 1735, January 17, 1989) to clarify and 
update certain policy and procedural 
requirements such as approval 
authorities for particular actions, 
addresses for certain submissions, 
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changes in property recordkeeping 
requirements and asset codes, and 
clarification regarding severai contract 
clauses. Comments‘were requested 
through March 3, 1989. 

The DOE received no public 
comments on the proposed rule. During 
internal review, several 
recommendations were made for 
clarification or consistency purposes 
and include the following changes: 

(1) At 913.505-3(B), the term 
“contracting officer” has been replaced 
by “HCA or designee.” 

(2) At 916.301-3(C) “may” has been 
replaced by “shall” and HCA’s are given 
discretion regarding any additional 
approval requirements. 

(3) At $70.3102-16, the introductory 
language has been reworded. 

(4) At 970.5204-27, the date of the 
clause has been changed from “January 
1989” to “May 1989.” 


List of Subjects in 48 CFR Ch. 8 
Government procurement. 


For the reasons set out in the 
preamble, Chapter 9 of Title 48 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as set forth below. 

Issued in Washington, DC, June 26, 1989. 
Berton J. Roth, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Procurement 
and Assistance Management. 

1. The authority citation for Chapter 9 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7254; 40 U.S.C. 486{c). 
PART 901—[ AMENDED] 


2. Subpart 901.6 is amended by adding 
a new section 901.602-3 as follows, 
removing the existing 901.603-71, and by 
redesignating subsections 901.603-72 
and 901.603-73 as subsections 901.603- 
71 and 901.603-72, respectively. 


901.602-3 Ratification of unauthorized 
commitments. 


(b) (2) The Procurement Executive is 
authorized to ratify an unauthorized 
commitment. 

(3) The ratification authority of the 
Procurement Executive in subparagraph 
(b)(2) of this section is delegated to the 
Heads of Contracting Activities (HCAs) 
for individual unauthorized 
commitments $25,000 or under. The 
ratification authority of the HCA is 
nondelegable. 

(c) Limitations. 

(7) Procedures. The following 
procedures shall be followed for 
ratification of unauthorized 
commitments: 

(i) Whenever it is discovered that any 
person is performing or has performed 
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work as a result of an unauthorized 
commitment, the Contracting Officer 
shall advise that person that the work is 
unauthorized and performance is at the 
person's own risk. 

(ii) The Government representative 
who made the unauthorized 
commitment shall furnish the 
contracting officer, through the Director 
of the cognizant Program Office at the 
contracting activity, or comparable 
official, all records and documents 
concerning the commitment and a 
complete, written statement of facts, 
including, but not limited to, a statement 
as to why authorized procurement 
procedures were not used, why the 
contractor was selected, a list of other 
sources considered, description of work 
to be performed or products to be 
funished, estimated or agreed upon 
contract price, citation of appropriation 
available, a statement as to whether the 
contractor has commenced performance 
and status of work. To preclude 
recurrence, the Director of the Program 
Office will include in the package 
recommendations for corrective action. 
If the Government representative who 
made the unauthorized commitment is 
no longer available, appropriate 
program personnel shall provide the 
information described in this paragraph 
to the contracting officer, along with the 
name of the employee who made the 
commitment. 

(iii) The contracting officer shall 
evaluate this information, make a 
determination with respect to 
reasonableness of price and recommend 
whether payment should be made (see 
FAR 1.602-3{c)), and forward the 
documentation to the HCA. 

(iv) For individual unauthorized 
commitments $25,000 or less, local 
procedures may require legal counsel 
concurrence, but such concurrence is not 
a requirement of this subsection. The 
HCA is responsible for assuring the 
implementation and monitoring of a 
corrective action plan. A copy of each 
ratification action by an HCA, along 
with supporting documentation, shall be 
provided to the Director, Business 
Clearance Division, MA-441, 
Headquarters. 

(v) For individual unauthorized 
commitments involving amounts in 
excess of $25,000, the HCA or designee 
will evaluate the information assembled 
pursuant to subsection 901.602-3(c)(7)(ii) 
above, including the corrective action 
pian, and, if the HCA concurs, forward 
the package with HCA concurrence to 
the Procurement Executive. 

(vi) The Procurement Executive may 
ratify the unauthorized commitment 
after coordinating with the Office of 
General Counsel and, when deemed 
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necessary, obtaining the concurrence of 
the Senior Program Official. The 
Procurement Executive or designee shall 
monitor the implementation of the 
corrective action plan. 

(vii) If the Procurement Executive 
does not ratify the action, the file will be 
returned to the HCA with an 
explanation of the decision not to ratify. 

(viii) If an unauthorized commitment 
is ratified, the supporting documentation 
will be included as part of the official 
contract file. If an unauthorized 
commitment is not ratified, the 
documentation will be maintained for 
audit purposes as a separate file by the 
cognizant contracting office. 


901.603-71 [Removed] 


901.603-72 and 901.603-73 [Redesignated 
as 901.603-71 and 901.603-72] 


PART 904—[ AMENDED] 


3. Section 904.404 is amended by 
revising paragraph (d)(3) to read as 
follows: 


904.404 Contract clause. 

(d) zs *« & 

(3) Sensitive foreign nation controls, 
952.204-71. This clause is required in 
unclassified research contracts which 
may involve making unclassified 
information about nuclear technology 
available to certain sensitive foreign 
nations. The contractor shall be 
provided at the time of award the listing 
of nations included in DOE 1240.2, 
Attachment 4, and any subsequent 
changes. (The attachment referred to in 
the clause shall set forth the applicable 
requirements of the DOE regulations on 
dissemination of unclassified published 
and unpublished technical information 
to foreign nations.) 


PART 906—[AMENDED] 


4. Section 906.303-70 is revised to read 
as follows: 


906.303-70 Exemption. 

The provisions of FAR 6.303-1 do not 
apply to Special Research Contracts and 
extensions thereof entered into under 
DEAR 917.71, which are subject to 
separate justification. 


PART 908—[ AMENDED] 


5. Section 908.7121 is revised to read 
as follows: 


908.7121 Special materials. 

This section covers the purchase of 
materials peculiar to the DOE program. 
While purchases of these materials are 
unclassified, the specific quantities, 
destination or use may be classified. See 
appropriate sections of the 


Classification Guide. Contracting 
activities shall require authorized 
contractors to obtain the special 
materials identified in the following 
subsections in accordance with the 
procedures stated therein. 

(a) Heavy water. The Senior Program 
Official or designee controls the 
acquisition and production of heavy 
water for a given program. Request for 
orders shall be placed directly with the 
cognizant Senior Program Official or 
designee. 

(b) Precious metals. The Oak Ridge 
Operations Office is responsible for 
maintaining the DOE supply of precious 
metals. These metals are platinum, 
palladium, iridium, osmium, rhodium, 
ruthenium, gold and silver. Oak Ridge 
Operations Office has assigned 
management of these metals to 
Westinghouse Materials Company of 
Ohio (WMCO), P.O. Box 398704, 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45239. DOE offices and 
authorized contractors shall coordinate 
with WMCO regarding the availability 
of the above metals prior to the 
purchase of these metals on the open 
market. 

(c) Lithium. Lithium is available at no 
cost other than normal packing, 
handling, and shipping charges from 
Oak Ridge. The excess quantities at Oak 
Ridge are to be considered as the first 
source of supply prior to procurement of 
lithium compounds from any other 
source. 


PART 912—[AMENDED] 


6. Section 913.505 is amended by 
adding a new subsection 913.505-3 to 
read as follows: 


913.505-3 Standard Form (SF) 44, 
Purchase Order Invoice-Voucher. 


(b)(1) Where necessary, the HCA or 
designee may authorize personnel to use- 
the SF 44 to make small purchases under 
$1000. 

(d)(1) HCA's shall ensure that local 
procedures are issued which provide 
adequate safeguards regarding the use 
of this type of small purchase method, 
control of forms, the designation of 
employees authorized to use SF-44’s, 
and accounting for purchases. 

(d)(2) Employees authorized to use 
Standard Form (SF) 44’s are responsible 
for books of SF 44’s issued to them. They 
are also responsible, when purchasing 
an item, for assuring that funds are 
available for the purchase, the form is 
properly processed, and purchases are 
limited to those items not prohibited by 
law or regulation. 
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PART 16—[ AMENDED] for maintaining their integrity as capital Asset 
items; i.e., not expendable due to use. ole ten Name and definition 
7. Paragraph (c) of subsection 916.301- 11. Subpart 945.5 is amended by . 

3 is amended by deleting the first revising subsection 945.505-5 . ° . ° ° 
sentence, and by adding in its place two ies " F itleitaia ae: diate dinait siet mail 
peed eatin to read as set forth 945.505-5 Records of plant equipment. Ce eacaee tion System. Includes the cost of real 

; The property record requirements of property and related personal property 
916.301-3 Limitations FAR 45.505-5 shall include the DOE cauten anh on Oo wel caign 


(c) The contracting officer shall 
execute the determination and findings 
required by FAR 16.301-3(c). Local 
procedures may require approval of the 
determination and findings at a level 
above the contracting officer, but such 
approval is not a requirement of this 
section. * * * 


PART 935—[AMENDED] 


935.014 [Removed] 


8. Part 935 is amended by removing 
section 935.014. 


PART 942—[AMENDED] 


9. Section 942.1004 is revised to read 
as follows: 


942.1004 Location of negotiators in a 
central office. 

The central office within the DOE for 
negotiating independent research and 
development/bid and proposal (IR&D/ 
B&P) advance agreements, as required 
in accordance with FAR 42.1004, is 
established in the Oak Ridge Operations 
Office. The DOE contracting officers 
should advise offerors, suppliers, 
potential contractors, and contractors 
that are required, or expect they will be 
required, to establish advance 
agreements for allowability of IR&D/ 
B&P cost. When the DOE is to be the 
lead negotiating agency in accordance 
with FAR 42.1003, IR&D/B&P proposals 
and/or other correspondence shall be 
submitted to DOE, Oak Ridge 
Operations Office, Chief, Systems and 
Cost Analysis Branch, P.O. Box E, Oak 
Ridge, TN 37831. 


PART 945—[ AMENDED] 


10. Section 945.101 is revised to read 
as follows: 


945.101 Definitions. 


“Personal property,” as used in this 
part, means property of any kind or 
interest therein, except real property; 
records of the Federal Government; and 
nuclear and special source materials, 
atomic weapons, and by-product 
materials. 

“Capital equipment,” as used in this 
part, means personal property items 
having a unit acquisition cost of $5,000 
or more and an anticipated service life 
in excess of two years, regardless of 
type of funding, and having the potential 


asset type for reporting purposes. 

11. a. Subsection 945.505-14 is 
amended by revising paragraph (b), and 
by revising the table entries for asset 
code numbers 610, 615, 620, 665, 670, 680, 
715, 720, 730, 735, 745, 750, 755, 770, 775, 
780, 799, and 800. 


945.565-14 Reports of Government 
property. 

(b) The contractor shall submit the 
report of physical inventory of capital 
equipment (see 945.508(b)) as a 
minimum, with the fourth semiannual 
report after either the last physical 
inventory report or the inception of the 
contract. 


DOE Plant And Equipment Asset Types 


* 7 * * * 
Asset 
ene Name and definition 
No. 
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Name and definition 


.. Office Furniture and Equipment. \nciudes 
the cost of office furniture and equip- 
ment such as machines, desks, draft- 
ing sets, safes, photographic equip- 
ment, printing equipment and other 
Office equipment regardiess of where 
located. The cost of automatic data 
processing equipment is included in 
code 770. Built-in or installed equip- 
ment which is an integral part of real 
property or related to, designed for, or 
specially adapted to the functional or 
productive Capacity of the real proper- 
ty, removal of which would significantly 
diminish the economic value of the 
real property, or the equipment itself, 
must be included in the appropriate 
real property asset code (400 through 
699 and 800). 

.. Process Equipment. includes the cost of 
equipment used specifically in product 
manufacturing and processing, includ- 
ing associated measurement and con- 
trol instruments. Built-in or installed 
equipment which is an integral part of 
real property or related to, designed 
for, or specially adapted to the func- 
tional or productive capacity of the 
real property, removal of which would 
significantly diminish the economic 
value of the real property, or the 
equipment itself, must be included in 
the appropriate real property asset 
code 670. 

7 7 . * 

.. Reaciors and Accelerators. \ncludes the 
cost of accessory equipment, including 
associated measurement and control 
instruments, which are not real proper- 


ty. 

sic once Security and Protection Equipment. in- 
cludes the cost of equipment used for 
security, police, and fire protection 
purposes, except that all associated 
automotive vehicies are included in 
code 725. Built-in or installed equip- 
ment which is an integral part of real 
property or related to, designed for, or 
specially adapted to the functional or 
productive capacity of the real proper- 
ty, removal of which wouid significantly 
diminish the economic value of the 
real property, or the equipment itself, 
must be included in the appropriate 
real property asset code (400 through 
699 and 800). 

Shop Equipment. includes the cost of 
shop equipment such as lathes, drilling 
machines, rolling mills, hoists, grind- 
ers, forges, pipe cutting machines, 
presses, saws, shapers, and other 
equipment usually associated with 
shops, garages, and service stations. 
Similar equipment used in laboratories 
and other areas for research purposes 
should aiso be identified by this code. 
Built-in or installed equipment which is 
an integral part of real property or 
related to, designed for, or specially 
adapted to the functional or productive 
capacity of the real property, removal 
of which would significantly diminish 
the economic value of the real proper- 
ty, or the equipment itself, must be 
included in the appropriate real prop- 
erty asset code (400 through 699 and 
800). 


Name and definition 


Automatic Data Processing Equipment. 


Includes the cost of all equipment 
used in automatic data processing, 
such as (1) punched card and/or tape 
equipment, whether used alone or in 
(2) electronic computers and all pe- 
ripheral or auxiliary equipment; (3) 
data transmission systems employing 
devices communicating or transmitting 
data from place to place for process- 
ing in an ADP system; (4) ail other 
equipment that is used in automatic 
data processing in conjunction with 
punched card equipment or electronic 
computers; and (5) the initial package 
of software that is required to make 
the system operational. Equipment 
such as flexowriters, IBM typewriters, 
and equipment reading the results of 
experiments, shall be classified as 
ADP equipment when used primarily in 
conjunction with an ADP system. Ex- 
cluded are the costs of equipment 
such as analog computers card and/ 
or tape file cabinets, and air-condition- 
ing for the processing room. Also, ex- 
cluded are the costs of automatic data 
recording or electronic contro! sys- 
tems, including the computers, them- 
selves, used to furnish operating guid- 
ance for control of machine tools, 
equipment used in process operations, 
reactors, accelerators, etc., or equip- 
ment used to operate energy monitor- 
ing and control systems (EMCS). The 
cost of this type of equipment is in- 
cluded in the asset code for the equip- 
ment or system to which it furnishes 
operating guidance in conjunction with 
electronic computers; (2) electronic 
computers and ali peripheral or auxilia- 
fy equipment; (3) data transmission 
systems employing devices communi- 
cating or transmitting data from place 
to piace for processing in an ADP 
system; (4) all other equipment that is 
used in automatic data processing in 
conjunction with punched card equip- 
ment or electronic computers; and (5) 
the initial package of software that is 
required to make the system oper- 
ational. 


Automatic Data Processing Software. \n- 


cludes the cost of the imitial package 
of software that is required to make 
the system operational. Excludes the 
cost of application programs. 


.. Portable Communications Electronics 


Equipment. includes the cost of such 
equipment as portable transceivers 
(handi-talkies, walkie-talkies, paging 
units, etc.), vehicle radio units, base 
station and remote control units, port- 
able audio public address systems, 
telephones, and portable video sys- 
tems. 


Asset 
Name and definition 


Miscellaneous Equipment. Includes the 
cost of furniture and fixtures for hotels, 
dormitories, and apartments; laundry 
equipment; restaurant, cafeteria and 
canteen equipment; and other miscel- 
laneous equipment not included in 
other codes. Built-in or installed equip- 
ment which is an integral part of real 


property or related to, designed for, or 
specially adapted to the functional or 
productive capacity of the real proper- 
ty, removal of which would significantly 
diminish the economic value of the 
real property, or the equipment itself, 
must be included in the appropriate 
real property asset code (400 through 
699 and 800). 

Improvement to Property of Others. \n- 
cludes the cost of betterments made 
by DOE to land, land improvements 
“(roads, runway, etc.), and improve- 
ments to existing buildings, structures, 
building services, and utility systems 
not owned by DOE. New construction 
such as plants, taboratories and simi- 
lar facilities built by DOE on land 
owned by others should be classified 
in Asset Type Code 501. 


12. Subpart 945.6 is amended by 
revising section 945.607-2 and by adding 
a new subsection 945.608-6 to read as 
follows: 


945.607-2 Recovering precious metals. 


(b) Contractors generating contractor 
inventory containing precious metals 
shall identify and promptly report such 
items to the contracting officer for 
review, approval and reporting to the 
DOE precious metals pool. This includes 
all precious metals in any form, 
including shapes, scrap or radioactively 
contaminated, except for silver. Only 
high grade nonradioactively 
contaminated silver should be reported 
to the precious metals pool. The Oak 
Ridge Operations Office is responsible 
for maintaining the DOE pool. Precious 
metals scrap will be reported to the 
DOE precious metals pool, operated by 
Westinghouse Materials Company of 
Ohio (WMCO), P.O. Box 398704, 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45239. 


945.608-6 Waiver of screening 
requirements. 

(a) The Director of the Office of 
Review and Analysis, Procurement and 
Assistance Management, is the designee 
who may authorize exceptions from 
screening requirements in accordance 
with the provisions of FAR 45.608-6. 

(b) A request to the Director of the 
Office of Review and Analysis for the 
waiver of screening requirements must 
be submitted by the HCA witha 
justification setting forth the compelling 
circumstances warranting the exception. 
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PART 970—[AMENDED] 


970.3102-16(c)(/4) [AMENDED] 


13. Subsection 970.3102-16(c)(4) is 
amended by substituting “or” for “of.” 


. * * * * 


970.5204-13 [AMENDED] 


14. Subsection 970.5204-13 is amended 
by making the following cori ections: 


a. In the last sentence in paragraph 
(c), “not simply” should read “not 
imply.” 

b. in the second ser'tence of paragraph 
(d)(8), “personal appendix” should read 
“personnel appendix.” 

c. In the first sentence in paragraph 
(d)(8)(i), “50 percent or more or” should 
read “50 percent or more of.” 

15. Subsection 970.5204-27 is amended 
by (1) in paragraph b, removing the 


phrase “for an organization in the 
atomic energy field other than a DOE 
cost-type contractor” in the fourth 
sentence of the clause, Consultant or 
Other Comparable Employment Service; 
and (2)'substituting (May 1989) for (April 
1984) in the title of the clause. 

[FR Doc. 89-15540 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 
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Proposed Rules 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices to the public of the 
proposed issuance of rules and 
regulations. The purpose of these notices 
is to give interested persons an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making prior to the adoption of the final 
rules. 


OFFICE OF PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 


5 CFR Part 532 


Prevailing Rate System 


AGENCY: Office of Personnel 
Management. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: The Office of Personnel 
Management (OPM) is reissuing 
proposed regulations that govern the 
establishment of Federal Wage System 
(FWS) schedules in wage areas that 
have a dominant Federal specialized 
industry. The proposal will limit the use 
of private sector specialized data that is 
obtained outside a wage area and then 
combined with local survey data to 
compute a wage schedule. This change 
will result in wage schedules that are 
closer to local prevailing rates, which is 
the fundamental pay setting principle of 
the FWS. 


DATES: Comments must be submitted on 
or before July 31, 1989. 

ApDpREss: Send or deliver written 
comments to Barry E. Shapiro, Deputy 
Assistant Director for Pay Programs, 
Personnel Systems and Oversight 
Group, Office of Personnel Management, 
Room 7H28, 1900 E Street, NW, 
Washington, DC 20415. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Allan Summers, (202) 632-7830. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FWS 
law (Pub. L. 92-392), codified in 
subchapter IV of chapter 53, Title 5, 
United States Code, enacted the 
longstanding policies and principles of 
the Coordinated Federal Wage System, 
which had been established by 
Presidential memorandum. Fundamental 
to both the FWS and its predecessor is 
the principle that rates of pay for 
Federal trades, crafts, and labor 
occupations be set according to local 
prevailing rates. Section 534({d)(2) 
provides for an exception to the 
prevailing rate principle. The exception 
applies when there are an insufficient 


number of positions in the local private 
industry that are comparable to the 
principal types of positions for which 
the survey is made. If the data are 
insufficient, the wage schedule for the 
area is established on the basis of local 
prevailing rates and the rates paid for 
comparable positions in private industry 
in the nearest similar wage area. This 
exception is commonly referred to as the 
“Monroney Amendment.” The 
regulations implementing Monroney are 
found in Part 532 of Title 5 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations. 

On October 8, 1985, OPM published 
proposed regulations [50 FR 40979] to 
revise § 532.313(a) of the regulations to 
limit the quantity of job matches brought 
in from outside the local wage area. On 
November 8, 1985, one month after the 
proposed regulations were published, 
the President signed Public Law 99-145 
which, in part, amended section 
5343(d)(2) of title 5, United States Code 
to preclude the use of out-of-area data in 
establishing wage schedules for 
employees of the Department of Defense 
(DoD). DoD employees constituted the 
vast majority of wage employees 
covered by Monroney. Because of this 
major change to Monroney, OPM 
decided to delay implementation of the 
regulations. Lead agencies were directed 
to continue to make Monroney 
determinations, to gather and apply out- 
of-area data in compliance with OPM 
regulations, but to issue two schedules 
in Monroney areas, one for DoD 
employees using local data only for one 
for non-DoD employees using local data 
and imported Monroney data. 

Since out-of-area data is continuing to 
be applied to schedules for non-DoD 
employees, OPM has decided to proceed 
and issue the regulation. However, 
because of the long delay since the 
regulation was first proposed, OPM is 
reissuing the regulation, without change, 
as a proposed regulation with a 30 day 
comment period. Since the regulation 
has already been issued with a 60 day 
comment period, we feel that a further 
30 day comment period will be 
sufficient. We are repeating in the 
following paragraphs the explanatory 
material from the earlier proposed 
regulations. 

The current regulations in 5 CFR 
532.313(a) limit the quantity of job 
matches from the nearest similar wage 
area to no more than the quantity of job 
matches obtained in the local wage 
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area. This means that up to half of the 
wage data used in computing local wage 
schedules in the Monroney areas may 
be from outside the local wage area. The 
proposed change to the regulations 
would limit the quantity of job matches 
from the nearest similar wage area to 
the amount required by the adequacy 
criteria, prescribed in 5 CFR 532.309, 
which is used to determine if there are 
sufficient specialized industry data 
within a local wage area. The exact 
adequacy criteria of local sufficiency of 
data, which have been unchanged since 
1971, are as follows: 


APPROPRIATED FUND SURVEYS 


1 For the ammunition specialized industry only, the 
20 spec joo matches must be al grades WG-05 ~ 


NONAPPROPRIATED FUND SURVEYS 


Grades of jobs weighted 


No. and category of 
jobs 


Under the proposal, data from a 
reference area will be selected on the 
basis of the most populous survey jobs 
as determined by the weighted job 
matches found in the dominant industry 
in the selected reference area. In 
selecting survey jobs, the jobs required 
at limited grade ranges (e.g., WG-1—4) 
will be selected before jobs in the 
unlimited grade range (WG-1—15). The 
highest graded job will be selected first 
when there is a tie in the selection 
procedures. 

The proposed regulatory change will 
provide for a more reasonable balance 
between the principle of setting pay on 
the basis of local prevailing rates and 
the unique provisions of section 
5343(d)(2) of Title 5. The sufficiency 
standard in § 532.309 provides the 
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minimum amount of wage data needed 
in the reference area to adequately 
reflect the specialized industry in the 
reference area. 


E.O. 12291, Federal Regulation 


_ Ihave determined that this is not a 
major rule as defined under section 1(b) 
of E.O. 12291, Federal Regulation. 


Regulatory Flexibility Act 


I certify that these regulations will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
because they are changes which will 
affect only employees of the Federal 
Government. 


List of Subjects in 5 CFR Part 532 


Administrative practices and 
procedure, Government employees, 
Wages. 


U.S. Office of Personnel Management. 
James M. Strock, 
Acting Director. 


Accordingly, OPM is proposing to 
amend 5 CFR Part 532 as follows: 


PART 532—{AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 532 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 5 U.S.C. 5343, 5346. 


2. In § 532.313 paragraphs (a)(2) and 
(a)(3) are revised and paragraph (a)(4) is 
added to read as follows: 


§532.313 Use of data from the nearest 
similar area. 


(a) * kt & 

(2) The total number of job matches 
obtained from the nearest similar wage 
area shall not exceed the amount of 
data required for adequacy in 
§ 532.309(a) (2) and (3) of this subpart for 
appropriated fund surveys and 
§ 532.309(b)(2) of this subpart for 
nonappropriated fund surveys. 

(3) Data shall be selected for inclusion 
on the basis of the most populous survey 
jobs as determined by the weighted job 
matches found in the dominant industry 
in the selected reference area. In 
identifying survey jobs for which 
reference area samples will be included, 
the jobs required at limited grade ranges 
shall be selected before jobs in the 
unlimited grade range. When there is a 
tie in the selection procedure, the 
highest graded job shall be selected 
first. 

(4) If there are two dominant 
industries for which data are obtained 
from nearest similar areas, the 
procedures described in paragraph (a)(2) 
of this section shall be applied 


independently for each of the specalized 
industries. 

* * * * * 

[FR Doc. 89-15500 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6325-01-M 





DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 


14 CFR Part 39 
[Docket No. 89-NM-75-AD] 


Airworthiness Directives; Boeing 
Model 747 Series Airpianes 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(NPRM). 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes a new 
airworthiness directive (AD), applicable 
to certain Boeing Model 747 series 
airplanes, which would require 
replacement of the trailing edge flap 
track fail-safe straps and/or 
replacement of the strap attachment 
bolts. This proposal is prompted by a 
report of a failure of the fail-safe strap, 
which resulted in the outboard end of 
the affected flap contacting the runway 
during landing. This condition, if not 
corrected, could lead to separation of 
the flap during flight, resulting in partial 
loss of the controllability of the airplane 
and possible secondary damage to the 
airplane. 

DATES: Comments must be received no 
later than August 17, 1989. 

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in duplicate to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, ANM-—103, Attention: 
Airworthiness Rules Docket No. 89-NM-— 
75-AD, 17900 Pacific Highway South, C- 
68966, Seattle, Washington 98168. The 
applicable service information may be 
obtained from Boeing Commercial 
Airplanes, P.O. Box 3707, Seattle, 
Washington 98124. This information 
may be examined at the FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region, Transport 
Airplane Directorate, 17900 Pacific 
Highway South, Seattle, Washington, or 
the Seattle Aircraft Certification Office, 
FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 9010 
East Marginal Way South, Seattle, 
Washington. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Richard H. Yarges, Airframe Branch, 
ANM-1208§; telephone (206) 431-1925. 
Mailing address: FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, 17900 Pacific Highway 
South, C-68966, Seattle, Washington 
$8168. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should identify the regulatory docket 
number and be submitted in duplicate to 
the address specified above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments specified 
above will be considered by the 
Administrator before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposals 
contained in this Notice may be changed 
in light of the comments received. 

Comments are specifically invited on 
the overall regulatory, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposed rule. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. A report 
summarizing each FAA/public contact, 
concerned with the substance of this 
proposal, will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
submitted in response to this Notice 
must submit a self-addressed, stamped 
post card on which the following 
statement is made: “Comments to 
Docket Number 89-NM-75-AD.” The 
post card will be date/time stamped and 
returned to the commenter. 

Discussion: On June 7, 1978, a Boeing 
Model 747 airplane experienced a failure 
of a flap track fail-safe strap during 
landing, which resulted in the affected 
flap contacting the runway. Upon 
examination of the failed parts, it was 
discovered that the fuse bolt, for which 
the sirap is intended to provide fail- 
safety, had been failed for some time 
prior to the incident, although it could 
not be determined for exactly how long. 
The FAA issued AD 78-25-06, 
Amendment 39-3366, on December 1, 
1978, which requires certain procedures 
to correct the fuse bolt cracking problem 
(which was the primary cause of the 
incident). Since the issuance of that AD, 
there have been no further occurrences 
of fuse pin failures or other failures for 
which the strap is intended to provide 
fail-safety. 

While the fail-safe strap was not 
previously the subject of an AD, based 
on a recent FAA reassessment of the 
Model 747 flap structure, it has been 
determined that the proper functioning 
of this fail-safe device is necessary in 
the remote event of another fuse bolt 
failure or forward flap track lug failure. 
Additionally, some operators have 
detected corrosion in this area during 
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periodic maintenance inspections and 
this could lead to failure. Even though 
the airplane is certified to be 
controllable in the event of the loss of a 
flap, adverse weather conditions could 
aggravate an incident, the separating 
flap could cause unforeseen damage to 


the airplane, or an incident could occur _ 


near landing touchdown, making safe 
control recovery difficult. 

The manufacturer of the airplane has 
incorporated stronger fail-safe straps on 
more recently manufactured airplanes. 
These improved straps are more 
resistant to the repeated loading 
imposed on the strap subsequent to a 
primary failure. With these improved 
straps, it is more likely that the primary 
failure would be detected before the 
fail-safe strap fails. 

Early fail-safe strap modification kits 
supplied to operators by the 
manufacturer to reinforce existing 
airplanes did not incorporate 
attachment bolts having the correct grip 
length. Airplanes modified with these 
kits may have fail-safe strap attachment 
bolts with a grip length that is too short, 
with the result that the threads of these 
bolts may be in bearing with the strap 
assembly. The use of short grip length 
bolts would reduce the intended 
durability of the redesigned fail-safe 
strap and could defeat its purpose. 

The FAA has reviewed and approved 
Boeing Service Bulletin 747-57-2187, 
Revision 2, dated December 15, 1982, 
which describes the replacement of old 
design fail-safe straps with ones of the 
improved design. The service bulletin 
also describes replacement of bolts 
having a short grip length with bolts 
having the correct grip length on certain 
later Model 747’s that already had the 
improved design fail-safe straps 
incorporated during the original 
manufacture. 

Since the older design straps exist on 
Model 747’s currently in service and 
have been shown incapable of 
supporting the repeated flap track loads 
between flap track inspection intervals, 
an AD is proposed which would require 
replacement of the old design fail-safe 
straps with improved design fail-safe 
straps within 2 years, in accordance 
with the service bulletin previously 
described. Replacement of attachment 
bolts having a grip length which is too 
short is also required, since the FAA has 
determined that such replacement will 
assure the durability of the strap support 
structure. 

There are approximately 565 Model 
747 series airplanes of the affected 
design in the worldwide fleet. It is 
estimated that 150 airplanes of U.S. 
registry would be affected by this AD, 
that it would take approximately 80 


manhours per airplane to accomplish the 
required actions, and that the average 
labor cost would be $40 per manhour. 
Required parts would cost 
approximately $20,000 per airplane. 
Based on these figures, the total cost 
impact of the AD on U.S. operators is 
estimated to be $3,480,000. 

The regulations proposed herein 
would not have substantial direct effects 
on the States, on the relationship 
between the national government and 
the States, or on the distribution of 
power and responsibilities among the 
various levels of government. Therefore, 
in accordance with Executive Order 
12612, it is determined that this proposal 
would not have sufficient federalism 
implications to warrant the preparation 
of a Federalism Assessment. 

For the reasons discussed above, I 
certify that this proposed regulation (1) 
is not a “major rule” under Executive 
Order 12291; (2) is not a “significant 
rule” under DOT Regulatory Policies 
and Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 
26, 1979); and (3) if promulgated, will not 
have a significant economic impact, 
positive or negative, on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 
A copy of the draft evaluation prepared 
for this action is contained in the 
regulatory docket. A copy of it may be 
obtained from the Rules Docket. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 


Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation 
safety, Safety. 


The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
proposes to amend Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations as follows: 


PART 39—[ AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 39 
continues to read as follows: Authority: 
49 U.S.C. 1354{a), 1421 and 1423; 49 
U.S.C. 106{g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, 
January 12, 1983); and 14 CFR 11.89. 

2. Section 39.13 is amended by adding 
the following new airworthiness 
directive: 


Boeing: Applies to Model 747 series 
airplanes, listed in Boeing Service 
Bulletin 747-57-2187, Revision 2, dated 
December 15, 1982, certificated in any 
category. Compliance required as 
indicated, unless previously 
accomplished. 


To prevent failure of the trailing edge flap 
track fail-safe straps, accomplish the 
following: 

A. Within two years from the effective date 
of this AD, replace old design trailing edge 
flap track fail-safe straps, if installed, with 
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improved fail-safe straps, and replace bolts 
having a grip length which is too short with 
be!ts having the correct grip length, as 
applicable, in accordance with Boeing 
Service Bulletin 747-57-2187, Revision 2, 
dated December 15, 1982. 

B. Special flight permits may be issued in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to 
operate airplanes to a base in order to 
comply with the requirements of this AD. 

C. An alternate means of compliance or 
adjustment of the compliance time, which 
provides an acceptable level of safety, may 
be used when approved by the Manager, 
Seattle Aircraft Certification Office, FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region. 

Note: The request should be forwarded 
through an FAA Principal Maintenance 
Inspector (PMI), who will either concur or 
comment and then send it to the Manager, 
Seattle Aircraft Certification Office. 


All persons affected by this directive 
who have not already received the 
appropriate service documents from the 
manufacturer may obtain copies upon 
request to Boeing Commercial 
Airplanes, P.O. Box 3707, Seattle, 
Washington 98124. These documents 
may be examined at the FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region, Transport 
Airplane Directorate, 17900 Pacific 
Highway South, Seattle, Washington, or 
the Seattle Aircraft Certification Office, 
FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 9010 
East Marginal Way South, Seattle, 
Washington. 

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on June 16, 
1989. 

Leroy A. Keith, 

Manager, Transport Airplane Directorate, 
Aircraft Certification Service. 

[FR Doc. 89-15488 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 39 
[Docket No. 89-NM-73-AD] 


Airworthiness Directives; McDonnell 
Douglas Model DC-9-10 Through -80, 
Model MDBB, and C-9 (Military) Series 
Airplanes 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(NPRM). 


sumMMARY: This notice proposes a new 
airworthiness directive (AD), applicable 
to McDonnell Douglas Model DC-9-10 
through -80, MD88 and C-9 (Military) 
series airplanes, which would require 
inspection and replacement or repair, as 
necessary, of the rudder control sector. 
This proposal is prompted by reports of 
cracks at the cotter pin hole near the 
ball end of the rudder control cable. 
This condition, if not corrected, could 
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lead to disengagement of the rudder 
cable and loss of rudder control. 


DATES: Comments must be received no 
later than August 17, 1989. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in duplicate to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, ANM-103, Attention: 
Airworthiness Rules Docket No. 88-NM- 
73-AD, 17900 Pacific Highway South, C- 
68966, Seattle, Washington 98168. The 
applicable service information may be 
obtained from McDonnell Douglas 
Corporation, 3855 Lakewood Boulevard, 
Long Beach, California $0846, Attention: 
Director of Publications, CI-165 (54-60). 
This information may be examined at 
the FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 
Transport Airplane Directorate, 17900 
Pacific Highway South, Seattle, 
Washington, or the Los Angeles Aircraft 
Certification Office, 3229 East Spring 
Street, Long Beach, California. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Robert L. Salas, Aerospace 
Engineer, Airframe Branch, ANM-—120L, 
FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, Los ¢ 
Angeles Aircraft Certification Office, 
3229 East Spring Street, Long Beach, 
California 90806-2425; telephone (213) 
988-5324. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments-as 
they may desire. Communications 
should identify the regulatory docket 
number and be submitted in duplicate to 
the address specified above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments specified 
above will be considered by the 
Administrator before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposals 
contained in this Notice may be changed 
in light of the comments received. 

Comments are specifically invited on 
the overall regulatory, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposed rule. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. A report 
summarizing each FAA/public contact, 
concerned with the substance of this 
proposal, will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
submitted in response to this Notice 
must submit a self-addressed, stamped 
post card on which the following 
statement is made: “Comments to 
Docket Number 89-NM-73—AD.” The 


post card will be date/time stamped and 
returned to the commenter. 
Discussion 

McDonnell Douglas reported finding 


eight rudder control sectors cracked at 
the cotter pin hole near the ball end of 


the control cable on certain McDonnell . 


Douglas Model DC-9 series airplanes. A 
fracture of the rudder sector could 
disengage the cable and result in loss of 
rudder control. Those parts found 
cracked have a material thickness near 
the cotter pin hole that is below the 
allowable tolerance. None of the parts 
have shown crack propagation to the 
cable ball land area where the material 
thickness is much greater. Tests on 
cracked parts have shown that the part 
can carry loads much greater than those 
expected in service without propagation 
of the crack. However, there is no 
assurance that a crack will not 
eventually propagate to beyond the 
cable ball land area. While there have 
been no service reports to date of a 
rudder cable disengagement, this 
condition, if not corrected, could result 
in rudder cable disengagement and loss 
of some rudder control. 

The FAA has reviewed and approved 
McDonnell Douglas Alert Service 
Bulletin A27-302, dated February 17, 
1989, which describes procedures for 
inspection and repair, if necessary, of 
the rudder control sector in the aft 
accessory compartment. 

Since this condition is likely to exist 
or develop on other airplanes of this 
same type design, an AD is proposed 
which would require an initial 
inspection and, if cracks are found, 
repair or replacement of the part, in 
accordance with the service bulletin 
previously described. In addition, 
operators would be required to submit a 
report of their inspection findings to the 
FAA. 

Information collection requirements 
contained in this regulation have been 
approved by the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) under the provisions 
of the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 
(Pub. L. 96-511) and have been assigned 
OMB Control Number 2120-0056. 

There are approximately 1,431 Model 
DC-9 series airplanes of the affected 
design in the worldwide fleet. It is 
estimated that 861 airplanes of U.S. 
registry would be affected by this AD, 
that it would take approximately 8 
manhours per airplane to accomplish the 
required actions, and that the average 
labor cost would be $40 per manhour. 
Based on these figures, the total cost 
impact of the AD on U.S. operators is 
estimated to be $275,520. 

The regulations proposed herein 
would not have substantial direct effects 
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on the States, on the relationship 
between the national government and 
the States, or on the distribution of 
power and responsibilities among the 
various levels of government. Therefore, 
in accordance with Executive Order 
12612, it is determined that this proposal 
would not have sufficient federalism 
implications to warrant the preparation 
of a Federalism Assessment. 

For the reasons discussed above, I 
certify that this proposed regulation (1) 
is not a “major rule” under Executive 
Order 12291; (2) is not a “significant 
rule” under DOT Regulatory Policies 
and Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 
26, 1979); and (3) if promulgated, will not 
have a significant economic impact, 
positive or negative, on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 
A copy of the draft evaluation prepared 
for this action is contained in the 
regulatory docket. A copy of it may be 
obtained from the Rules Docket. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 


Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation 
safety, Safety. 


The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
proposes to amend Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations as follows: 


PART 39—([AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 39 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, 
January 12, 1983); and 14 CFR 11.89. 





2. Section 39.13 is amended by adding 
the following new airworthiness 
directive: 


McDonnell Douglas: Applies to McDonnell 
Douglas Model DC-9-10 through -80, 
Model MD88, and C-9 (Military} series 
airplanes, certificated in any category. 
Compliance required as indicated, unless 
previously accomplished. 

To preclude failure of the rudder control 
sector, accomplish the following: 

A. Within 60 days after the effective date 
of this airworthiness directive (AD), visually 
inspect the rudder control sector for cracks 
and acceptable wall thickness, in accordance 
with Figure 2 of McDonnell Douglas Alert 
Service Bulletin A27-302, dated February 17, 
1989. 

1. If cracks or a wall thickness of .020 inch 
or less is found, before further flight, perform 
either a permanent repair or replacement of 
the rudder control sector, in accordance with 
the accomplishment instructions of 
McDonnell Douglas Service Bulletin A27-302, 
N/C, dated February 17, 1989. 
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2. If no cracks are found and the wall 
thickness is more than .020 inch, no further 
action is required. 

B. Within 15 days after the inspection 
required by paragraph A., above, submit a 
report of findings, positive or negative, to the 
Los Angeles Aircraft Certification Office, 
Attention: ANM-181L, FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, 3229 East Spring Street, 
Long Beach, California 90806-2425. 

C. An alternate means of compliance or 
adjustment of the compliance times, which 
provides an acceptable level of safety, may 
be used when approved by the Manager, Los 
Angeles Aircraft Certification Office, FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region. 

Note: The request should be forwarded 
through an FAA Principal Maintenance 
Inspector (PMI), who will either concur or 
comment and then send it to the Manager, 
Los Angeles Aircraft Certification Office, 
FAA, Northwest Mountain Region. 

D. Special flight permits may be issued in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to 
operate airplanes to a base in order to 
comply with the requirements of this AD. 

All persons affected by this directive 
who have not already received the 
appropriate service documents from the 
manufacturer may obtain copies upon 
request to McDonnell Douglas 
Corporation, 3855 Lakewood Boulevard, 
Long Beach, California 90846, Attention: 
Director of Publications, C1-165 (54-60). 
These documents may be examined at 
the FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 
Transport Airplane Directorate, 17900 
Pacific Highway South, Seattle, 
Washington, or the Los Angeles Aircraft 
Certification Office, 3229 East Spring 
Street, Long Beach, California. 

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on June 16, 
1989. 

Leroy A. Keith, 

Manager, Transport Airplane Directorate, 
Aircraft Certification Service. 

[FR Doc. 89-15485 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 


AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Correction of deadline for 
submission of comments and requests 
for a public hearing concerning notice of 
proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: On June 6, 1989, page 24191, 


the Federal Trade Commission 
announced the commencement of a 
rulemaking proceeding to determine 
whether to repeal the trade regulation 
rule concerning deception as to the 
transistor count of radio receiving sets, 


including transceivers (“Transistor 
Rule” or “Rule”) (16 CFR Part 414). The 
notice erroneously stated that comments 
and requests for a public hearing would 
be accepted until July 6, 1989. This 
notice announces a corrected deadline 
for the submission of comments and 
requests for a hearing. 

DATE: Written comments and requests 
for a public hearing will be accepted 
until July 24, 1989. 

ADDRESS: Comments and requests for a 
public hearing should be submitted to 
Henry B. Cabell, Presiding Officer, 
Federal Trade Commission, 6th Street 
and Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20580. All comments 
and requests should be captioned: “NPR 
Comment—Transistor Rule.” 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert E. Easton, Esq., Special 
Assistant—Enforcement, (202) 326-3029, 
Bureau of Consumer Protection, Federal 
Trade Commission, Washington, DC 
20580. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Supplementary information about the 
Rule and the rulemaking proceeding can 
be found in the Commission's notice of 
June 6, 1989. The notice was published 
at 54 FR 24191-93. 


List of Subjects in 16 CFR Part 414 


Transistor, Trade practices. 
Donald S. Clark, 
Secretary. 

Issued: June 27, 1989. . 
[FR Doc. 89-15518 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am 
BILLING CODE 6750-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Coast Guard 


33 CFR Part 100 
[CGD 05-89-51] 


Special Local Regulations for Marine 
Events; Cambridge Classic Powerboat 


Regatta; Hambrooks Bay, Choptank 
River, Cambridge, MD 


AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is proposing 
special local regulations for the 
Cambridge Classic Powerboat Regatta 
to be held in Hambrooks Bay, Choptank 
River, Cambridge, Maryland on July 29 
and 30, 1989. These regulations will 
govern vessel activity during the actual 
races. The regulations are necessary due 
to the potential danger to waterway 
users, the confined nature of the 
waterway, and expected spectator craft 
congestion during the event. 
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DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before July 17, 1989. 


ADDRESSES: Comments should be 
mailed or hand-carried to Commander 
(bb), Fifth Coast Guard District, 431 
Crawford Street, Portsmouth, Virginia 
23704-5004. The comments will be 
available for inspection and copying at 
Room 209 of this address. Normal office 
hours are between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 
p.m., Monday fhrough Friday, except 
holidays. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Billy J. Stephenson, Chief, Boating 
Affairs Branch, Fifth Coast Guard 
District, 431 Crawford Street, 
Portsmouth, Virginia 23704-5004, (804) 
398-6204. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Interested persons are invited to 
participate in this rulemaking by 
submitting written views, data, or 
arguments, Persons submitting 
comments should include their names 
and addresses, identify this notice (CGD 
05-89-51) and the specific section of the 
proposal to which their comments apply. 
Reasons should be given for each 
comment. All comments received before 
the expiration of the comment period 
will be considered before final action is 
taken. The regulations may be changed 
because of comments received. No 
public hearing is planned, but one may 
be held if written requests for a hearing 
are received and it is determined that 
the opportunity to make oral 
presentations will aid the rulemaking 
process. The receipt of comments will be 
acknowledged if a stamped self- 
addressed postcard or envelope is 
enclosed. 


Drafting Information 


The drafters of this notice are Mr. 
Billy J. Stephenson, project officer, 
Chief, Boating Affairs Branch, Fifth 
Coast Guard District, and Lieutenant 
Commander Robin K. Kutz, project 
attorney, Fifth Coast Guard District 
Legal Staff. 


Discussion of Proposed Regulations 


The Cambridge Powerboat Regatta 
Assn., Inc. is the sponsor of this event. 
The event will consist of approximately 
30 powerboats, ranging from 13 to 21 
feet in length, racing on a designated 
course within the regulated area. The 
races will be conducted in Hambrooks 
Bar, located on the Choptank River, 
between Great Marsh Point and 
Hambrooks Bay. Hambrooks Bay will be 
closed during the actual races. The 
Coast Guard Patrol Commander may 
allow vessel traffic to transit the area 
between heats. Since Hambrooks Bay is 
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outside the main channel, waterborne 
traffic should not be severely disrupted. 


Economic Assessment and Certification 


These proposed regulations are not 
considered major under Executive Order 
12291 on Federal Regulation nor 
significant under Department of 
Transportation regulatory policies and 
procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26, 
1979). The economic impact of this 
proposal is expected to be so minimal 
that a full regulatory evaluation is 
unnecessary. Since the impact of this 
proposal is expected to be minimal, the 
Coast Guard certifies that, if adopted, it 
will not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities. 


Federalism Assessment 


This action has been analyzed in 
accordance with the principles and 
criteria contained in Executive Order 
12612, and it has been determined that 
the proposed rulemaking does not raise 
sufficient federalism implications to 
warrant the preparation of a Federalism 
Assessment. 


Environmental Impact 


This rulemaking has been thoroughly 
reviewed by the Coast Guard and it has 
been determined to be categorically 
excluded from further environmental 
documentation in accordance with 
section 2.B.2.c of Commandant 
Instruction M16475.1B. A Categorical 
Exclusion Determination statement has 
been prepared and has been placed in 
the rulemaking docket. 


List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 100 
Marine safety, Navigation (water). 


Proposed Regulations 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Coast Guard proposes to amend Part 100 
of Title 33, Code of Federal Regulations 
as follows: ; 

1. The authority citation for Part 100 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1233; 49 CFR 1.46 and 
33 CFR 100.35. 


2. A temporary section 100.35-0551 is 
added to read as follows: 


§ 100.35-0551 Hambrooks Bay, Choptank 
River, Maryland. 

(a) Definitions: 

(1) Regulated area. The waters of 
Hambrooks Bay and Choptank River 
bounded by the arc of a circle with a 
radius of 1,200 yards and with its center 
located at latitude 38°35'20.0” North, 
longitude 76°05'20.0" West. 

(2) Coast Guard Patrol Commander. 
The Coast Guard Patrol Commander is a 
commissioned, warrant, or petty officer 





who has been designated by the 
Commander, Group Baltimore. 

(b) Special Local Regulations. 

(1) Except for persons or vessels 
authorized by the Coast Guard Patrol 
Commander, no person or vessel may 
enter or remain in the regulated area. 

(2) The operator of any vessel in the 
immediate vicinity of this area shall: 

(i) Stop the vessel immediately upon 
being directed to do so by any 
commissioned, warrant, or petty officer 
on board a vessel displaying a Coast 
Guard ensign. 

(ii) Proceed as directed by any 
commissioned, warrant, or petty officer 
on board a vessel displaying a Coast 
Guard ensign. 

(3) Any spectator vessel may anchor 
outside of the regulated area specified in 
paragraph (a)(1) of this section but may 
not block a navigable channel. 

(c) Effective periods. The regulations 
are effective for the following periods: 
9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m., July 29, 1989. 

9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m., July 30, 1989. 

Dated: June 21, 1989. 

A.D. Breed, 


Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard Commander, 
Fifth Coast Guard District. 


[FR Doc. 89-15508 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M 





DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
48 CFR Part 246 


Department of Defense Federal 
Acquisition Regulation Supplement; 
DFARS Warranties 


AGENCY: Department of Defense (DoD). 


ACTION: Proposed rule and request for 
comment. 


SUMMARY: The Defense Acquisition 
Regulatory (DAR) Council is considering 
changes to DFARS Part 246 to add 
DFARS 246.770-2(c) and to add 246.770- 
10(b) to specify that a contractor's 
warranty shall specifically state 
whether or not redesign is an available 
remedy under the warranty. 


DATE: Comments concerning the 
proposed rule must be received by July 
31, 1989 to be considered in formulating 
a final rule. Please cite DAR Case 89-62 
in all correspondence related to this 
issue. 

ADDRESS: Interested parties should 
submit written comments to: Defense 
Acquisition Regulatory Council, ATTN: 
Charles W. Lloyd, Executive Secretary, 
DAR Council, ODASD (P)/DARS, c/o 
OASD (P&L) (M&RS), Room 3D139, The 
Pentagon, Washington, DC 20301-3062. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Charles W. Lloyd, Executive 
Secretary, DAR Council, telephone (202) 
697-7266. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
A. Background 


The General Accounting Office 
recently conducted a review of warranty 
provisions in a number of DoD contracts 
and stated that the majority of the 
warranties they reviewed did not 
identify redesign as an available 
remedy. The DAR Council is proposing 
to change DFARS 246.770-2 and 246.770- 
10 to specify that a contractor's 
warranty shall specifically state 
whether or not redesign is an available 
remedy under the warranty. 


B. Regulatory Flexibility Act 


The proposed rule is not expected to 
have a significant economic impact upon 
a substantial number of small entities, 
within the meaning of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601 et seq., 
because it applies only to contracts for 
the production of a weapon system with 
a unit weapon system cost of $100,000 or 
for which the eventual total 
procurement cost is in excess of 
$10,000,000. These types of contracts are 
usually not awarded to small entities. 
An Initial Regulatory Flexibility 
Analysis has therefore not been 
performed. Comments from small 
entities concerning the affected DFARS 
Subpart will also be considered in 
accordance with Section 610 of the Act. 
Such comments must be submitted 
separately and cite DAR Case 89-610D 
in correspondence. 


C. Paperwork Reduction Act 


The proposed rule does not contain 
information collection requirements 
which require the approval of OMB 
under 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. 


List of Subjects in 48 CFR Part 246 


Government procurement. 
Owen Green, 
Acting Executive Secretary, Defense 
Acquisition Regulatory Council. 


Therefore, it is proposed that 48 CFR 
Part 246 be amended as follows: 


PART 246—QUALITY ASSURANCE 


1. The authority citation for 48 CFR 
Part 246 continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301, 10 U.S.C. 2202, DoD 
Directive 5000.35, and DoD FAR Supplement 
201.301. 


2. Section 246.770-2 is amended by 
adding paragraph (c) to read as follows: 








246.770-2 Policy. 

{c) When essential performance 
requirements are warranted, the 
warranty shall specifically identify 
redesign as a remedy available to the 
Government. 

3. Section 246.770-10 is amended by 
adding paragraph (b) to read as follows: 


246.770-10 Special contract clauses 


* * * * * 


(b) Each clause describing a 
contractor's warranty shall specifically 
state wheiher or not redesign is an 
available remedy under the warranty 
(see 246.770-2). 


[FR Doc. 89-15438 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 80524-9124] 


Atlantic Sea Scallop Fishery 
AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), NOAA, Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice of withdrawal of an 
amendment to a fishery management 
plan. 


summary: NOAA issues this notice of 
withdrawal of Amendment 3 
(Amendment) to the Fishery 


Management Plan for Atlantic Sea 
Scallops (FMP). The New England 
Fishery Management Council (Council) 
voted to withdraw the Amendment 
because changes made to the proposed 
rule implementing the Amendment may 
not have been fully considered by the 
Council and the public. No final rule will 
be published at this time. 

DATE: The Council voted to withdraw 
the Amendment on May 24, 1989. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Patricia A. Kurkul, Resource Policy 
Analyst, (508) 281-9331. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Magnuson Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act (Magnuson Act) (16 
U.S.C. 1801 et seg.) requires each 
Regional Fishery Management Council 
to submit any fishery management plan 
or amendment it prepares to the 
Secretary of Commerce (Secretary) for 
review, approval and implementation. 
The Act also requires the Secretary, 
upon receiving the plan or amendment, 
to publish immediately a notice of 
availability and to publish within 15 
days the proposed regulations for public 
review and comment. Amendment 3 to 
the FMP was submitted by the New 
England Fishery Management Council 
(Council) on April 7, 1989. The notice of 
availability was published on April 20, 
1989 {54 FR 15958) and the proposed 
regulations were published on May 19, 
1989 (54 FR 21640). 

Amendment 3 proposed the 
requirement that all vessels must offload 
sea scallops within a 12-hour time 
window each day. The intent of the 
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amendment was to improve enforcement 
of the meat count/ shell height 
management standards of the FMP. 
After receipt of the proposed 
amendment package, however, NOAA 
General Counsel and NMFS 
Enforcement determined that the 
proposed regulations could not be 
efficiently enforced and thus would not 
effectively implement Amendment 3. 
Consequently, under authority of section 
304(a)(1)[{D){i) of the Magnuson Act, as 
amended, 16 U.S.C. 1854{a)(1)(D)fi), the 
changes necessary for implementation 
of the amendment were made to the 
proposed regulations. 

These changes to the proposed 
regulations prompted the Council to 
question whether the amendment 
sufficiently addressed the impact of the 
revised measures, whether all the 
affected sectors of the fishing industry 
were included in the public hearing 
process, and whether the burden of the 
revised regulations were justified. To 
allow sufficient time for these questions 
to be answered, the Council voted to 
withdraw the Amendment pending 
further analysis. 


List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 650 

Fish, Fisheries. 

Dated: June 26, 1989. 
Richard H. Schaefer, 
Director of Office of Fisheries, Conservation 
and Management, National Marine Fisheries 
Service. 
[FR Doc. 89-15520 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 
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Notices 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains documents other than rules or 





DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service 


Puerto Rican Cigar-Filler (Type 46) 
Tobacco; Marketing Quota 
Referendum Results; 1989 Through 
1991 Crops of Tobacco. 


AGENCY: Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service, USDA. 

ACTION: Notice of Results of Marketing 
Quota Referendum for 1989 through 1991 
Crops of Puerto Rican Cigar-Filler (type 
46) Tobacco. 


SUMMARY: This notice proclaims the 
results of a marketing quota referendum 
for Puerto Rican Cigar-Filler (type 46) 
Tobacco which was held March 29, 1989, 
in accordance with section 312(c) of the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended (the ‘1938 Act”). The 
referendum was conducted in order to 
determine whether producers of this 
kind of tobacco favor or oppose 
marketing quotas. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: June 30, 1989. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dennis Daniels, Program Specialist, 
Tobacco and Peanuts Division, ASCS, 
USDA, P.O. Box 2415, Washington, DC 
20013, telephone (202) 382-0200. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice has been reviewed under USDA 
procedures established in accordance 
with Executive Order 12291 and 
Department Regulation No. 1512-1 and 
has been classified as “not major.” It 
has been determined that this notice 
will not result in: (1) An annual effect on 
the economy of $100 million or more; (2) 
a major increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries, 
Federal, State or local governments, or 
geographic regions; or (3) significant 
adverse effects on competition, 
employment, investment, productivity, 
innovation, or the ability of United 
States-based enterprises, to compete 


with foreign-based enterprises in 
domestic or export markets. 

It has been determined that the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act is not 
applicable to this notice since the 
Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service (ASCS) is not 
required by 5 U.S.C. 553 or any other 
provision of law to publish a notice of 
proposed rulemaking with respect to the 
subject matter of this notice. 

The title and number of the Federal 
Assistance Program to which this notice 
applies are: Commodity Loan and 
Purchases; 10.051, as found in the 
catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance. 

This program is not subject to the 
provisions of Executive Order 12372 
which requires intergovernmental 
consultation with State and local 
officials. See the notice related to 7 CFR 
Part 3015, Subpart V, published at 48 FR 
29115 (June 24, 1983). 

Discussion of Notice of Proclamation 
of Marketing Quota Referendum 
Results: On March 1, 1989, the Secretary 
of Agriculture announced that marketing 
quotas would be in effect for Puerto 
Rican Cigar-Filler (type 46) Tobacco for 
the three marketing years beginning on 
October 1, 1989, subject to approval by 
producers of this kind of tobacco in a 
referendum. 

On March 29, 1989, a referendum was 
conducted in the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico for Puerto Rican Cigar-Filler 
(type 46) Tobacco. Section 312(c) of the 
1938 Act provides that, if more than one- 
third of such producers voting in the 
referendum oppose national marketing 
quotas, such results shall be proclaimed 
by the Secretary and marketing quotas 
shall not be in effect. 

Accordingly, the results of such 
referendum are set forth below: 


- Notice 


Results of the Marketing Quota 
Referendum for the 1989 Through 1991 
Crops of Puerto Rican Cigar-Filler (type 
46) Tobacco. 

(1) Referendum Period. The marketing 
quota referendum for the 1989-1990, 
1990-1991, and 1991-1992 marketing 
years for Puerto Rican Cigar-Filler (type 
46) Tobacco was held March 29, 1989, in 
accordance with 7 CFR Part 717. 

(2) Farmers Voting. The following is a 
summary, by voting district, of the 
results of the referendum in the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico: 
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1 Of those 38 producers, or 97.44 percent, 
favored marketing quotas for Puerto Rican Cigar- 
Filler (type 46) Tobacco, and 1 producer, or .0256 
percent, opposed quotas. 


(3) Marketing quotas will be in effect 
for the 1989 through 1991 crops of Puerto 
Rican Cigar-Filler (type 46) Tobacco. 
Since less than one-third of-the 
producers of Puerto Rican Cigar-Filler 
(type 46) Tobacco voting in the 
referendum voted to disapprove 
marketing quotas and since marketing 
quotas have not previously been in 
effect, marketing quotas shall be in 
effect for Puerto Rican Cigar-Filler (type 
46) Tobacco for the marketing years 
1989-1990, 1990-1991, and 1991-1992. 


(7 U.S.C. 1312{c)) 

Signed at Washington, DC, on June 23, 
1989. 
Keith D. Bjerke, 
Administrator, Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service. 
[FR Doc. 89-15522 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-05-M 


Economic Research Service 


National Agricultural Cost of 
Production Standards Review Board; 
Meeting 


The National Agricultural Cost of 
Production Standards Review Board will 
meet at the Economic Research Service, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Washington, DC on July 20-21, 1989. 

The purpose of this meeting is to 
discuss general issues related to USDA's 
estimation of enterprise costs of 
production. All meetings will be held in 
room 332, 1301 New York Avenue, NW. 
The morning sessions on July 20-21 will 
convene at 9:00 a.m. and the afternoon 
sessions will convene at 1:30 p.m. 
Meetings will end at approximately 4 
p.m. both days. 

All sessions will be open to members 
of the public who wish to observe. 
Written comments may be submitted 
before or after the meeting to Kenneth 








Deavers, Director, ARED-ERS-USDA, 
Room 314. 1301 New York Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20005. 

For further information, contact 
Robert Dismukes at (202) 786-1801. 
John E. Lee, Jr., 

Administrator. 
[FR Doc. 89-15481 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-18-M 


AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA. 
ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare a 
supplement to an environmental impact 
statement. 


sumMaARY: The Forest Service will 
prepare a Draft and Final Supplement 
(DSEIS and SEIS respectively) to the 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
previously prepared for the Shawnee 
National Forest Land and Resource 
Management Plan (Shawnee Plan). The 
supplement will describe alternatives to 
and environmental effects of a proposed 
action to: (1) Increase the width of filter 
strips and provide additional 
management direction for riparian areas 
and filter strips to assure soil and 
watershed protection and to maintain 
the value of these areas for recreation 
and wildlife; (2) identify desired 
locations for about 286 miles of 
travelways for all-terrain vehicle (ATV) 
and off-highway motorcycle use and add 
guidelines for designation, monitoring 
and enforcement; (3) identify 20 areas as 
Forest Interior Management Units 
(FIMU's) with management direction 
designed to provide habitat for neo- 
tropical migrant birds and other species 
that use large blocks of contiguous 
forest with a closed canopy of trees; (4) 
manage the Cave Valley area with 
emphasis on providing habitat for the 
Swainson's Warbler and other species 
of non-game birds; (5) manage the Camp 
Hutchins area to maintain its ecological 
integrity pending further study of 
resource and ecological values and the 
area's potential for timber production; 
(6) recommend wilderness study for the 
Ripple Hollow and Burke Branch areas 
and manage these areas to maintain or 
enhance wilderness values; (7) provide 
specific guidance for selecting timber 
harvest methods; (8) increase the use of 
uneven-aged sivicultural practices; (9) 
reduce the annual allowable sale 
quantity of timber; (10) establish 
priorities for the conversion of pine 
stands to hardwood; (11) revise 


guidelines for the management of 
permanent wildlife openings, 
herbaceous openlands, and old field 
successional lands; (12) recommend 
Hutchins Creek as a candidate for 
inclusion in the National Wild and 
Scenic River System and revise 
guidelines for all candidate rivers as 
needed to be in conformance with 
provisions of the agreement between the 
USDA Forest Service and American 
Rivers, Inc.; (13) provide additional 
guidelines for natural areas 
management; (14) identify corridors for a 
Forest-wide equestrian and hiker trail 
system and establish priorities for 
construction; (15) grant the Secretary of 
Agriculture's consent to oil and gas 
leasing of the federally-owned mineral 
estate in the Forest and establish 
conditions (lease stipulations) under 
which the leases may be issued; (16) 
identify areas where the Forest Service 
desires to consolidate National Forest 
System lands through purchase, 
exchange, or donation; (17) revise the 
listing and guidelines for managing 
habitat of federally listed threatened or 
endangered species, candidate sensitive 
species, and forest listed species of 
plants and animals; and (18) clarify 
guidelines for public notification and 
implementation of project decisions. 

In addition, the agency gives notice 
that a complete environmental analysis 
and decision-making process will occur 
on the proposal so that interested 
persons are aware of how they may 
participate and contribute to the final 
decision. 

Public participation will be welcome 
throughout the analysis, but is especially 
important at several points. The first 
point is during the scoping process (40 
CFR 1501.7). The agency is seeking 
written comments and suggestions on 
the scope of the analysis. Comments 
relevant to scoping include: (1) 
identifying potential issues, (2) 
identifying those issues to be analyzed 
in depth, (3) eliminating insignificant 
issues or those which have been 
covered by a previous environmental 
analysis, (4) identifying additional 
alternatives to the proposed action that 
should be considered, (5) identifying 
potential environmental effects of the 
proposed action and alternatives, and 
(6) determining potential cooperating 
agencies and task assignments. General 
notice to the public concerning the scope 
of the analysis will be provided by 
mailings, news releases and/or public 
meetings. 

DATE: Comments related to the scope of 


the analysis should be received by July 
30, 1989 to ensure timely consideration. 
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aAppreEss: Submit written comments and 
suggestions related to the scope of 
analysis to Rodney K. Sallee, Forest 
Supervisor, Shawnee National Forest, 
901 S. Commercial St., Harrisburg, IL 
62946. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Direct questions about the proposed 
action and SEIS to Sam Emmons, 
Shawnee National Forest Planning Staff 
Officer, Shawnee National Forest, 
Harrisburg, IL 62946, (phone 618-253- 
7114). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Shawnee Plan was approved by 
Regional Forester Floyd J. Marita on 
November 24, 1986. Several 
administrative appeals challenging the 
Shawnee Plan were filed. A working 
group was formed te represent the 
various parties to the appeals in a 
negotiation process. In April of 1988, 
formal negotiation began under the 
direction of a professional mediator. 
After four months of negotiations, the 
parties executed a Settlement 
Agreement on August 15, 1988. This 
proposed action will incorporate 
specific provisions.of the Settlement 
Agreement into the Shawnee Plan. In 
addition, this opportunity to amend the 
Shawnee Plan will be used to fulfill 
agency obligations established by the 
Federal Onshore Oil and Gas Leasing 
Reform Act of 1987 (30 U.S.C. 226, et 
seq.) to identify and offer for lease 
National Forest System lands suitable 
oil and gas exploration and 
development. A final reason for this 
amendment is te make changes and 
additions that were recommended 
through monitoring and evaluation of 
the Shawnee Plan. Specifically, these 
include revisions needed to reflect 
changes in federal and state listings of 
threatened and endangered species, 
recommendations for changes in 
guidelines for management of these 
species, and the need to clearly display 
where consolidation of National Forest 
System lands is desired. 

Until the SEIS is issued, the Forest 
will continue to be managed according 
to the terms and conditions of the 
Shawnee Plan. Those aspects of the 
Settlement Agreement that are 
consistent with the Shawnee Plan may 
be implemented in the interim. 

A range of possible alternatives to the 
proposed action will be evaluated. Only 
one alternative has been identified at 
this time. That is the “no action” 
alternative which would continue 
management under the current Shawnee 
Plan. Other alternatives will be 
developed based on the results of 
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scoping. A preferred alternative will be 
identified in the DSEIS. 

The analysis will address major 
issues and concerns about the proposed 
action and alternatives. The following 
tentative issues have been identified: (1) 
Protection of riparian areas and water 
quality—There is concern that further 
restrictions on management practices 
and uses are needed to assure 
protection of riparian areas and water 
quality; (2) Hardwood timber practices 
and output—There are concerns about 
how removing land from the suitable 
timber base, restrictions on harvest, and 
uneven-aged management will affect 
hardwood timber outputs, the economic 
feasibility of even-aged versus uneven- 
aged management, and the 
environmental effects of various 
methods and amounts of timber harvest 
practices; (3) Regeneration of oak/ 
hickory—There are concerns that 
uneven-aged management practices will 
not produce satisfactory regeneration of 
oak and hickory; (4) Wildlife Habitat— 
There are concerns about the mix of 
habitat for game and nongame species 
provided on the Forest and the 
management practices prescribed to 
achieve wildlife objectives. (5) 
Dispersed Recreation Opportunities— 
There are concerns that the Shawnee 
Plan should more specifically state 
where travelways for ATV and off- 
highway motorcycle would be located, 
and concerns about how this use can be 
managed to provide recreation 
opportunities while avoiding 
environmental impacts and conflicts 
with other uses. There is also concern 
that a Forest-wide approach to planning 
for equestrian and hiking trails is 
needed. Another issue that will be 
addressed in the analysis is how the 
proposed nonmotorized management 
prescriptions for Burke Branch, Ripple 
Hollow, and Camp Hutchins affect the . 
mix of recreation opportunities on the 
Forest; and (6) Cil and Gas Leasing— 
There is concern about what areas 
should be considered suitable for oil and 
gas leasing and what restrictions should 
be stipulated for development. 

The DSEIS is expected to be filed with 
the Environmental! Protection Agency 
and to be available for public review in 
November of 1989. At that time, the 
Environmental Protection Agency will 
publish a notice of availability of the 
draft supplement in the Federal Register. 

The comment period on the draft 
environmental impact statement will be 
90 days from the date the Environmental 
Protection Agency publishes the notice 
of availability in the Federal Register. 

The Forest Service believes it is 
important to give reviewers notice at 


this early stage of several court rulings 
related to public participation in the 
environmental review process. First, 
reviewers of draft environmental impact 
statements must structure their 
participation in the environmental 
review of the proposal so that it is 
meaningful and alerts an agency to the 
reviewer's position and contentions. 
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp., 
v. NRDC, 435 U.S. 519, 553 (1978). Also, 
environmental objections that could be 
raised at the draft environmental impact 
statement stage but that are not raised 
until after completion of the final 
environmental impact statement may be 
waived or dismissed by the courts. 
Wisconsin Heritages, Inc. v. Harris, 490 
F. Supp. 1334, 1338 (E.D. Wis. 1980). 
Because of these court rulings, it is very 
important that those interested in this 
proposed action participate by the close 
of the 90-day comment period so that 
substantive comments and objections 
are made available to the Forest Service 
at a time when it can meaningfully 
consider them and respond to them in 
the final environmental impact 
statement. 


To assist the Forest Service in 
identifying and considering issues and 
concerns on the proposed action, 
comments on the draft environmental 
impact statement should be as specific 
as possible. 


It is also helpful if comments refer to 
specific pages or chapters of the draft 
statement. Comments may also address 
the adequacy of the draft environmental 
impact statement or the merits of the 
alternatives formulated and discussed in 
the statement. (Reviewers may wish to 
refer to the Council on Environmental 
Quality Regulations for implementing 
the procedura! provisions of the 
National Environmental Policy Act at 40 
CFR 1503.3 in addressing these points.). 


After the comment period ends on the 
DSEIS, the comments will be analyzed 
and considered by the agency in 
preparing the final supplement. 

The SEIS is scheduled to be 
completed and available to the public 
approximately 5 months following the 
close of the review period for the DSEIS. 
The responsible Forest Service official 
will document the decision and the 
reasons supporting it in a Record of 
Decision. That decision will be subject 
to appeal pursuant to 36 CFR 217. 


The Forest Service official responsible 
for approving the proposed action is 
Regional Forester Floyd J. Marita, 
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Eastern Region, 310 W. Wisconsin Ave., 
Rm. 500, Milwaukee, WI, 53203. 


Date: June 26, 1989. 
Floyd J. Marita, 
Regional Forester. 


National Forest System Law 
Enforcement Advisory Council 


AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA. 
ACTION: Notice of Meeting. 


SUMMARY: The National Forest System 
Law Enforcement Advisory Council will 
hold a meeting in Reno, Nevada, August 
1 and 2, 1939, at the Peppermiil Hotel. 
The first meeting of the Council was 
held in March. At that meeting, Council 
members were given an orientation to 
the Forest Service law enforcement 
program and an overview of current 
issues. The Council also decided to 
reach and study several law 
enforcement topics including: 
Organizational structure, standards, the 
role of law enforcement officers and 
special agents, collateral duties, career 
paths, training, budget, cooperative 
agreements, and user groups. The 
purpose of the August meeting is to 
discuss the information Council 
members have gathered since the last 
meeting and develop recommendations 
concerning the law enforcement 
program. The meeting is open to public 
attendance; however, participation is 
limited to Forest Service personnel and 
Council members. The public is invited 
to submit written suggestions or 
comments on any issues or concerns 
that the Council should consider at this 
or future meetings. 


DATES: The meeting will be held August 

1 and 2, 1989. The deadline for 

submitting written suggestions for 

discussion topics at the meeting is July 

21, 1989. 

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at 

the Peppermill Hotel, 2707 South 

Virginia Street, Reno, Nevada 89502, 

(702-826-2121). Send written comments 

to: Deputy Chief for Administration 

(5300}, Forest Service, USDA, P.O. Box 

96090, Washington, DC 20090-6090. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Susan Sea, Fiscal and Public Safety 

Staff, (703) 235-3527. 

Charles R. Hartgraves, 

Associate Deputy Chief for Administration. 
Date: June 26, 1989. 

[FR Doc. 89-15527 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am! 

BILLING CODE 3410-11-M 








Soil Conservation Service 


Smithfield Farm irrigation, RC&D 
Measure Plan, Utah 

AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Notice of a finding of no 
significant impact for a supplemental 
environmental assessment. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) 


of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969; the Council on 
Environmental Quality Guidelines (40 | 
CFR Part 1500); and the Soil 
Conservation Service Guidelines (7 CFR 
Part 650); the Soil Conservation Service, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture gives 
notice that an environmental impact 
statement is not being prepared for the 
Smithfield Farm Irrigation Measure Plan, 
Bear River Resource Conservation and 
Development (RC&D) Area, Cache 
County, Utah. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Francis T. Holt, State Conservationist, 
Soil Conservation Service. P.O. Box 
11350, 125 South State Street, Salt Lake 
City, Utah, 84147, telephone 801-524- 
5050. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
supplemental environmental assessment 
of this federally assisted action 
indicates that the project will not cause 
significant local, regional, or national 
impacts on the environment. As a result 
of these findings, Francis T. Holt, State 
Conservationist, has determined that the 
preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement are not 
needed for this project. The original 
Environmental Assessment and Finding 
of No Significant Impacts were filed on 
January 3, 1989. The supplement was 
prepared to address a significant 
reduction in the impacts addressed in 
the original Environmental Assessment. 

The supplemental measures concern 
plans for the installation of originally 
planned high pressure, gravity head 
sprinkler irrigation system and a 
reduction of impacts related to 
combining of irrigation diversion points. 
The supplemental plan does not change 
the upper irrigation diversions from the 
present condition. The supplemental 
planned work of improvement includes 
installation of various size plastic 
pipelines from 3-21 inches, concrete 
pipe inlet structures and appurtenances 
and accelerated technical assistance for 
irrigation water management. 

The Notice of a Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) has been 
forwarded to the Environmental 
Protection Agency and to various 
Federal, State, and local agencies and 
interested parties. A limited number of 


copies of the FONSI are available to fill 
single copy requests at the above 
address. Basic data developed during 
the environmental assessment are on 
file and may be reviewed by contacting 
Francis T. Holt. 


No administrative action on 
implementation of the proposal will be 
taken until 30 days after the date of this 
publication in the Federal Register. 


This is for RC&D: 
“(This activity is listed in the Catalog of 
Federal Domestic Assistance under No. 
10.901—Resource Conservation and 
Development Program. Executive Order 12372 
regarding state and local clearinghouse 
review of Federal and federally assisted 
programs is applicable.)” 
Norman W. Priest. 
Deputy State Conservationist. 

Date: June 21, 1989. 
[FR Doc. 89-15529 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-16-M 


COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 


California Advisory Committee; 
Agenda and Notice of Public Meeting 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that the California Advisory Committee 
to the Commission will convene at 8:30 
a.m. and adjourn at 5 p.m. on July 18, 
1989, at the Marriott-Marina Hotel, 200 
Marina Boulevard, Berkeley, California 
94710. The purpose of the meeting is to 
hold a public forum on violence and 
bigotry on the University of California 
campus. 

Persons desiring additional 
information, or planning a presentation 
to the committee, should contact 
Committee Chairperson, Deborah Hesse 
or Philip Montez, Director of the 
Western Regional Division (213) 894- 
3437, (TDD 213/894-0508). Hearing 
impaired persons who will attend the 
meeting and require the services of a 
sign language interpreter, should contact 
the Regional Division office at least five 
(5} working days before the scheduled 
date of the meeting. 

The meeting will be conducted 
pursuant to the provisions of the rules 
and regulations of the Commission. 


Dated at Washington, DC, June 21, 1989. 
Melvin L. Jenkins, 
Acting Staff Director. 
{FR Doc. 89-15530 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6335-01-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board 
[Order No. 420] 


Resolution and Order Approving the 
Application of the Lake Charlies Harbor 
and Terminal District for a Subzone at 
the Citgo Petroleum Corp. Refinery in 
Caicasieu Parish, LA 


Proceedings of the Foreign-Trade 
Zones Board, Washington, DC. 


Resolution and Order 


Pursuant to the authority granted in 
the Foreign-Trade Zones Act of June 18, 
1934, as amended (19 U.S.C. 81a-81u), 
the Foreign-Trade Zones Board (the 
Board) has adopted the following 
Resolution and Order: 

The Board, having considered the 
matter, hereby orders: 

After consideration of the application 
of the Lake Charles Harbor and 
Terminal District, grantee of FTZ 87, 
filed with the Foreign-Trade Zones 
Board (the Board) on December 30, 1987 
requesting special-purpose subzone 
status for the crude oil refinery of Citgo 
Petroleum Corporation located in 
Calcasieu Parish, Louisiana, adjacent to 
the Lake Charles Customs port of entry, 
the Board finding that the requirements 
of the Foreign-Trade Zones Act, as 
amended, and the Board's regulations 
would be satisfied, and that the 
proposal would be in the public interest, 
if approval is subject to certain 
conditions, approves the application 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Foreign crude oil used as fuel for 
the refinery shall be dutiable. 

2. Citgo shall elect privileged foreign 
status on foreign crude oil and other 
foreign merchandise admitted to the 
subzone. 

3. The U.S. Customs Service shall 
inform the Foreign-Trade Zones Board 
on or before July 1, 1991, that a 
satisfactory control system has been 
implemented so that the revenue can be 
fully protected; otherwise, the authority 
under this grant shall expire on that 
date. 

The Secretary of Commerce, as 
Chairman and Executive Officer of the 
Board, is hereby authorized to issue a 
grant of authority and appropriate Board 
Order. 

Whereas, By an act of Congress 
approved June 18, 1934, an Act “To 
provide for the establishment, operation, 
and maintenance of foreign-trade zones 
in ports of entry of the United States, to 
expedite and encourage foreign 
commerce, and for other purposes”, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 81a-81u (the Act), 
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the Foreign-Trade Zones Board (the 
Board) is authorized and empowered to 
grant to corporations the privilege of 
establishing, operating, and maintaining 
foreign-trade zones in or adjacent to 
ports of entry under the jurisdiction of 
the United States; 

Whereas, The Board's regulations (15 
CFR 400.304) provide for the 
establishment of special-purpose 
subzones when existing zone facilities 
cannot serve the specific use involved, 
and where a significant public benefit 
will result; 

Whereas, The Lake Charles Harbor 
and Terminal District, grantee of 
Foreign-Trade Zone No. 87, has made 
application (filed December 30, 1987, 
FTZ Docket 48-87, 53 FR 783) in due and 
proper form to the Board for authority to 
establish a special-purpose subzone at 
the oil refinery of Citgo Petroleum 
Corporation (Citgo) located in Calcasieu 
Parish, Louisiana; 

Whereas, Notice of said application 
has been given and published, and full 
opportunity has been afforded all 
interested parties to be heard; and 

Whereas, The Board has found that 
the requirements of the Act and the 
Board's regulations would be satisfied 
and that the proposal would be in the 
public interest if approval is given 
subject to the conditions in the 
resolution accompanying this action; 

Now, therefore, In accordance with 
the application filed December 30, 1987, 
the Board hereby authorizes the 
establishment of a subzone at the Citgo 
refinery, designated on the records of 
the Board as Foreign-Trade Subzone No. 
87B, at the location mentioned above 
and more particularly described on the 
maps and drawings accompanying the 
application, said grant of authority being 
subject to the provisions and restrictions 
of the Act and the Regulations issued 
thereunder, and those stated in the 
resolution accompanying this action, 
and also to the following express 
conditions and limitations: 

Activation of the subzone shall be 
commenced within a reasonable time 
from the date of issuance of the grant, 
and prior thereto, any necessary permits 
shall be obtained from Federal, State, 
and municipal authorities. 

Officers and employees of the United 
States shall have free and unrestricted 


access to and throughout the foreign- 
trade subzone in the performance of 
their official duties. 

The grant shall not be construed to 
relieve responsible parties from liability 
for injury or damage to the person or 
property of others occasioned by the 
construction, operation, or maintenance 
of said subzone, and in no event shall 
the United States be liable therefor. 

The grant is further subject to 
settlement locally by the District 
Director of Customs and District Army 
Engineer with the Grantee regarding 
compliance with their respective 
requirements for the protection of the 
revenue of the United States and the 
installation of suitable facilities. 

In witness whereof, The Foreign- 
Trade Zones Board has caused its name 
to be signed and its seal to be affixed 
hereto by its Chairman and Executive 
Officer or his delegate at Washington, 
DC, this 21st day of June, 1989, pursuant 
to Order of the Board. 


Foreign-Trade Zones Board. 

Eric I. Garfinkel, 

Assistant Secretary of Commerce for Import 
Administration, Chairman, Committee of 
Alternates. 

Attest: 

John J. Da Ponte, Jr., 

Executive Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 89-15427 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M 


international Trade Administration 


Quarterly Update of Foreign 
Government Subsidies on Articles of 
Quota Cheese 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration/Import Administration, 
Department of Commerce. 

ACTION: Publication of Quarterly Update 
of Foreign Government Subsidies on 
Articles of Quota Cheese. 


SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce, in consultation with the 
Secretary of Agriculture, has prepared a 
quarterly update to its annual list of 
foreign government subsidies on articles 
of quota cheese. We are publishing the 
current listing of those subsidies that we 
have determined exist. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: July 1, 1989. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Patricia W. Stroup of Paul }. McGarr, 
Office of Countervailing Compliance, 
International Trade Administration, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Washington, 
DC 20230, telephone: (202) 377-2786. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section 
702(a) of the Trade Agreements Act of 
1979 (“the TAA”) requires the 
Department of Commerce (“the 
Department”) to determine, in 
consultation with the Secretary of 
Agriculture, whether any foreign 
government is providing a subsidy with 
respect to any article of quota cheese, as 
defined in section 701(c)(1) of the TAA, 
and to publish an annual list and 
quarterly updates of the type and 
amount of those subsidies. 

The Department has developed, in 
consultation with the Secretary of 
Agriculture, information on subsidies (as 
defined in section 702(h)(2) of the TAA) 
being provided either directly or 
indirectly by foreign governments on 
articles of quota cheese. 

In the current quarter the Department 
has determined that the subsidy 
amounts have changed for each of the 
countries for which subsidies were 
identified in the last quarterly update to 
our January 1, 1989 annual subsidy list. 
The appendix to this notice lists the 
country, the subsidy program or 
programs, and the gross and net amount 
of each subsidy on which information is 
currently available. 

The Department will incorporate 
additional programs which are found to 
constitute subsidies, and additional 
information on the subsidy programs 
listed, as the information is developed. 

The Department encourages any 
person having information on foreign 
government subsidy programs which 
benefit articles of quota cheese to 
submit such information in writing to the 
Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution 
Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20230. 

This determination and notice are in 
accordance with section 702({a) of the 
TAA (19 U.S.C. 1202 note). 

Eric I. Garfinkel, 
Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 


Date: June 21, 1989. 


APPENDIX—QUOTA CHEESE SUBSIDY PROGRAMS 





ONIIIIR oscciicisosscincesidtectbed European Community (EC) Restitution Payments 
Export Assistance on Certain Types of Cheese 





Federal Register / Vol. 54, No. 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Notices 


APPENDIX—QUOTA CHEESE SuBSIDY PROGRAMS—Continued 


[FR Doc. 89-15430 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M 


[C-533-066] 


Certain Fasteners from India; intent to 
Revoke Countervailing Duty Order 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration/Import Administration 
Department of Commerce. 


ACTION: Notice of intent to revoke 
countervailing duty order. 


SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce is notifying the public of its 
intent to revoke the countervailing duty 
order on certain industrial fasteners 
from India. Interested parties who object 
to this revocation must submit their 
comments in writing not later than July 
31, 1989. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: June 30, 1989. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Patricia W. Stroup or Paul J. McGarr, 
Office of Countervailing Compliance, 
International Trade Administration, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Washington, 
DC 20230; telephone: (202) 377-2786. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 


On July 21, 1980, the Department of 
Commerce (“the Department”) 
published a countervailing duty order on 
certain fasteners from India (45 FR 
48607). The Department has not received 
a request to conduct an administrative 
review of the countervailing duty order 
on certain industrial fasteners from 
India for the past four consecutive 


annual anniversary months.This year is 
the fifth anniversary. 

The Department may revoke an order 
if the Secretary of Commerce concludes 
that an order is no longer of interest to 
interested parties. Accordingly, as 
required by § 355.25(d)(4) of the 
Commerce Department's regulations 
published in the Federal Register on 
December 27, 1988 (53 FR 52358) (to be 
codified at 19 CFR 355.25(d)(4)), the 
Department is notifying the public of its 
oe to revoke this countervailing duty 
order. 


Opportunity to Object 

Not later than July 31, 1989, interested 
parties, as defined in § 355.2(i) of the 
Department's regulations, may object to 
the Department's intent to revoke this 
order. 

Seven copies of any such objections 
should be submitted to the Assistant 
Secretary for Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, 
Room B-099, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, DC 20230. 

If interested parties do not request an 
administrative review or object to the 
Department's intent to revoke by July 31, 
1989, we shall conclude that the order is 
no longer of interest to interested parties 
and shall proceed with the revocation. 

This notice is in accordance with 
§ 355.25(d)(4) of the Department's 
regulations. 

Joseph A. Spetrini, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

Date: June 26, 1989. 

[FR Doc. 89-15428 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M 


Sugar From the European Community; 
intent To Revoke Countervailing Duty 
Order 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration/Import Administration, 
Department of Commerce. 


ACTION: Notice of intent to revoke 
countervailing duty order. 


SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce is notifying the public of its 
intent to revoke the countervailing duty 
order on sugar from the European 
Community. Interested parties who 
object to this revocation must submit 
their comments in writing not later than 
July 31, 1989. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: June 30, 1989. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Al 
Jemmott or Ilene Hersher, Office of 
Countervailing Compliance, 
International Trade Administration, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Washington, 
DC 20230; telephone (202) 377-2786. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 


On July 31, 1978, the Department of 
Commerce (“the Department”) 
published a countervailing duty order on 
sugar from the European Community (43 
FR 33237). The Department has not 
received a request to conduct an 
administrative review of the 
countervailing duty order on sugar from 
the European Community for the past 
four consecutive annual anniversary 
months. This year is the fifth 
anniversary. 
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The Department may revoke an order 
if the Secretary of Commerce concludes 
that an order is no longer of interest to 
interested parties. Accordingly, as 
required by § 355.25(d)(4) of the 
Commerce Department's regulations 
published in the Federal Register on 
December 27, 1988 (53 FR 52358) (to be 
codified at 19 CFR 355.25 (d)(4)), the 
Department is notifying the public of its 
= to revoke this countervailing duty 
order. 


Opportunity to Object 


Not later than July 31, 1989, interested 
parties, as defined in § 355.2(i) of the 
Department ’s regulations, may object to 
the Department's intent to revoke this 
order. 

Seven copies of any such objections 
should be submitted to the Assistant 
Secretary for Import Administration, : 
International Trade Administration, 
Room B-099, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, DC 20230. 

If interested parties do not request an 
administrative review or object to the 
Department's intent to revoke by July 31, 
1989, we shall conclude that the order is 
no longer of interest to interested parties 
and shall proceed with the revocation. 

This notice is in accordance with 
§ 355.25(d)(4) of the Department's 
regulations. 

Joseph A. Spetrini, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

Date: June 26, 1989. 

[FR Doc. 89~15429 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 


Permits; Pacific Coast Groundfish 
Fishery 


AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), NOAA, Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice of issuance of an 
experimental fishing permit. 


SUMMARY: This notice announces the 
issuance of an experimental fishing 
permit (EFP) to a mid-water trawl vessel 
that will delay sorting salmon from 
catches of Pacific whiting until the 
whiting harvest has been delivered to a 
dockside facility. An EFP allows the 
delayed sorting practice, which 
otherwise would be prohibited by 
Federal regulations. 

EFFECTIVE DATES: April 1, 1989 to 
August 31, 1989. 

ADDRESSES: Send comments to E.C. 
Fullerton, Regional Director, Southwest 
Region, National Marine Fisheries 
Service, 300 South Ferry Street, 


Terminal Island, CA 90731; or to Rolland 
A. Schmitten, Director, Northwest 
Region, National Marine Fisheries 
Service, 7600 Sand Point Way NE., BIN 
C15700, Bldg. 1, Seattle, WA 98155. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James J. Morgan, Fisheries Management 
and Analysis Branch, Southwest Region, 
National! Marine Fisheries Service, 213- 
514-6667; or William L. Robinson, 
Fisheries Management, Northwest 
Region, National Marine Fisheries 
Service, 206-526-6140. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Pacific Coast Groundfish Fishery 
Management Plan (FMP) and 
implementing regulations at 50 CFR Part 
663 state that experimental fishing 
permits may be issued to authorize 
fishing that otherwise would be 
prohibited by the FMP. The procedures 
for issuing EFPs are at 50 CFR 663.10. 

A notice of the NMFS receiving an 
application from Eureka Fisheries Inc. 
for experimental permits for three mid- 
water trawl vessels was published in 
the Federal Register on June 22, 1988 (53 
FR 23436). The purpose of obtaining the 
permits is to delay sorting of the harvest 
by the trawlers until the fish is delivered 
to port. This shortens the time between 
harvest of Pacific whiting and placing 
the fish in refrigerated seawater. 
Whiting deteriorates rapidly when 
caught; therefore, rapid refrigeration is 
necessary to maintain product quality. 

The harvest of approximately 3,000 
metric tons of whiting would most likely 
involve an incidential catch of Pacific 
salmon. Since 50 CFR 663.7(b) prohibits 
the retention of any species of salmonid, 
an experimental permit is needed to 
conduct an effective shore-based 
whiting fishery. 

After public comments and review by 
the Pacific Fishery Management Council 
(Council) on November 18, 1988, the 
Council recommended that the 
incidential catch of salmon not exceed 
the limits placed on the joint venture 
fishery, which is 0.2 salmon per metric 
ton. The Council also did not want the 
retained salmon to have any effect on 
the salmon market; therefore, 
arrangements have been made to 
dispose of the fish to charitable 
organizations. These conditions, in 
addition to reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements, were included in the 
permits. 

Since the application has been 
received and reviewed, two vessels 
have withdrawn, and only one vessel 
remains; therefore, a permit has been 
issued to the owner of the one remaining 
vessel, Fishwish. Fishing operations 
under the conditions of the permit may 
be conducted from Apil 1, 1989 to 


August 31, 1989. A copy of the permit 
may be obtained from the NMFS 
Regional Director at the above address. 


Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq. 
Dated: June 27, 1989. 
Richard H. Schaefer, 
Director of Office of Fisheries, Conservation 


and Management, National Marine Fisheries 
Service. 


[FR Doc. 89-15521 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 


Marine Mammals; Permit Program 
Review; Extension of Comment Period 


AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NOAA Fisheries), NOAA, 
Commerce. 


ACTION: Notice. 


summary: Notice extending the period 
for submission of written comments on 
the permit program review Discussion 
Paper to August 25, 1989. (See 54 FR 
13099, March 30, 1989.) 


DATE: Written comments on the 
Discussion Paper are requested on or 
before August 25, 1989. 


ADDRESSES: Comments should be 
addressed to Nancy Foster, Ph.D.., 
Director, Office of Protected Resources 
and Habitat Programs, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, 1335 East-West 
Highway, Silver Spring, MD 20910. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Art Jeffers of the Permits Division at the 
address above; telephone 301/427-2289. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
National Marine Fisheries Service 
(NOAA) Fisheries) published a notice in 
the Federal Register, 54 FR 13099, March 
30, 1989, stating its intent to conduct a 
review of NOAA Fisheries’ program and 
policies for issuing permits to take 
marine mammals for purposes of 
scientific research and public display 
pursuant to the Marine Mammal 
Protection Act and the Endangered 
Species Act. As a part of the permit 
program review, NOAA Fisheries 
distributed a Discussion Paper that 
describes the permit program and 
summarizes questions relevant to the 
review. To allow an adequate period of 
time for public review and comment on 
the Discussion Paper, NOAA Fisheries 
has determined that an extension of the 
period for submission of written 
comments is necessary. Anyone wishing 
to receive a copy of the Discussion 
Paper should send a written request to 
the above address. 





Date: June 21, 1989. 
Nancy Foster, 
Director, Office of Protected Resources and 
Habitat Programs, National Marine Fisheries 
Service. 
[FR Doc. 89-15439 Filed 6-29-83; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 


COMMISSION FOR THE 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE FEDERAL 
CROP INSURANCE PROGRAM 


Meeting 


Under the Federal Crop Insurance 
Commission Act of 1988 (7 U.S.C. 1508 
note), notice is hereby given of the 
following meeting of the Commission for 
the Improvement of the Federal Crop 
Insurance Program: 

Date: July 6-7, 1989. 

Time: 10:00 a.m.—Noon, 1:00-5:30 p.m., 
July 6; 8:00 a.m.—1:00 p.m., July 7. 

Place: Embassy Suites Hotel, 1250 22nd . 
Street, NW., Washington, DC, 20037, 
Telephone: (202) 857-3388. 

Type of Meeting: Open to the public. 

Comments: The public may file written 
comments before or after the meeting 
with the contact person listed below. 

Purpose: To continue discussions on the 
development of recommendations to 
improve the Federal crop insurance 
program. 

At this meeting, the Commission 
hopes to complete the drafting of its 
principal report to the Secretary of 
Agriculture and the Congressional 
agriculture committees. The report will 
include: (1) Recommendations for 
legislation to improve the Federal crop 
insurance program; {2) a status report on 
the improvement of program 
administration by the Secretary based 
on the recommendations contained in 
the interim report of the Commission 
that was filed in April with the 
Secretary and the Congressional 
agriculture committees; and (3) findings 
and recommendations setting forth 
means by which participation in the 
program may be increased and natural 
disaster protection for producers of 
agricultural commodities may be 
improved. 

Contact Person: Kellye A. Eversole, 
Executive Director, Commission for 
the Improvement of the Federal Crop 
Insurance Program, 1255 23rd Street, 
NW.., Suite 680, Washington, DC, 
20037. Telephone: (202) 887-6700. 
Done at Washington, DC, this 27th day of 

June 1989. 

Kellye A. Eversole, 

Executive Director. 

[FR Doc. 89-15616 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3410-PM-M 


COMMISSION ON RAILROAD 
RETIREMENT REFORM 
Meeting 

ACTION: Meeting. 


summary: The Commission Railroad 


Retirement Reform (“the Commission"’) 
will hold a meeting on Tuesday, July 18, 
1989. The Commission was established 
by section 2101 of the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1987, Pub. L. 100- 
203, enacted December 22, 1987. 

Date, Time and Place: July 18, 1989, 
9:00 AM—3 PM, Association of 
American Railroads, 50 F Street NW., 
Washington, DC [4th Floor Conference 
Center). 

Agenda: The open meeting will 
include presentations on long-term 
railroad employment projections, the 
17th Actuarial Valuation, and Railroad 
Retirement coverage of employees of the 
National Railroad Passenger 
Corporation (AMTRAK). 

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: Contact 
Maureen Kiser, 202-254-3223, 
Commission on Railroad Retirement 
Reform, 1111 18th Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20036. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: See 
Federal Register, volume 54FR, No. 40, 
Thursday, March 2, 1989, Page 8856. 
Kenneth J. Zell, 

Executive Director. 

[FR Doc. 88-15549 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6820-63-M 


COMMITTEE FOR THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 


Announcement of Import Limits for 
Certain Cotton, Wool, Man-Made Fiber, 
Sik Blend and Other Vegetable Fiber 
Textiles and Textile Products 
Produced or Manufactured in 
Indonesia 


June 23, 1989. 

AGENCY: Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements 
(CITA). 

ACTION: issuing a directive to the 
Commissioner of Customs establishing 
limits for a mew agreement year. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: July 3, 1989. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jennifer Tallarico, international Trade 
Specialist, Office of Textiles and 
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
(202) 377-4212. For information on the 
quota status of these limits, refer to the 
Quota Status Reports posted on the 
bulletin boards of each Customs port or 
call (202) 535~9480. For information on 
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embargoes and quota re-openings, call 
(202) 377-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Authority. Executive Order 11651 of 
March 3, 1972, as amended; Section 204 
of the Agricultural Act of 1956, as 
amended [7 U.S.C. 1854). 

The current bilateral textile agreement 
between the Governments of the United 
States and Indonesia establishes limits 
for the period beginning July 1, 1989 and 
extending through June 30, 1990. The 
limits for certain categories include an 
additional 5 percent for traditional 
folklore products made of handloomed 
fabrics, as provided for the agreement. 

A copy of the agreement is available 
from the Textiles Division, Bureau of 
Economic and Business Affairs, U.S. 
Department of State, (202) 647-1998. 

A description of the textile and 
apparel categories in terms of HTS 
numbers is available in the 
CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel 
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States (see 
Federal Register notice 53 FR 44937, 
published on November 7, 1988). 

The letter to the Commissioner of 
Customs and the actions taken pursuant 
to it are not designed to implement all of 
the provisions of the bilateral : 
agreement, but are designed to assist 
only in the implementation of certain of 
its provisions. 

Auggie D. Tantillo, 
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 


Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements 
June 23, 1989. 
Commissioner of Customs, 
Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC 
20229 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: Under the terms of 
section 204 of the Agricultural Act of 1956, as 
amended {7 U.S.C. 1854), and the 
Arrangement Regarding International Trade 
in Textiles done at Geneva on December 20, 
1973, as further extended on July 31, 1986; 
pursuant to the Bilateral Cotton, Wool, Man- 
Made Fiber, Silk Blend and Other Vegetable 
Fiber Textile Agreement, effected by 
exchange of notes dated September 25 and 
October 3, 1985, as amended, between the 
Governments of the United States and 
Indonesia; and in accordance with the 
provisions of Executive Order 11651 of March 
3, 1972; as amended, you are directed to 
prohibit, effective on July 3, 1989, entry into 
the United States for consumption and 
withdrawal from warehouse for consumption 
of cotton, wool, man-made fiber. silk blend 
and other vegetable fiber textiles and textile 
products in the following categories, 
produced or manufactured in Indonesia and 
exported during the twelve-month period 
which begins on July 1, 1989 and extends 
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through June 30, 1990, in excess of the 
following levels of restraint: 


k 


219, 313-315, 317/ 


200, 201, 218, 220, 


617/326, 331, 334- 
336, 338/339, 340 
341, 347/348, 351, 
369-S ', 445/446, 
604-A *, 613/614/ 
615, 625/626, 635, 


-| 1,342,450 dozen. 


67,017,022 square 
222-227, 229, 237, meters equivalent. 
239, 300, 301, 330, 

332, 333, 342/642, 

345, 349, 350, 352- 

354, 359, 360-363, 

369-D 3, 369-0 4, 

400-444, 447-469, 

600, 603, 604-0 5, 

606f, 607, 611, 618- 

622, 624, 627-629, 

630, 631-634, 636, 

643, 644, 649, 650, 

651, 652-654, 659, 

665, 666, 669, 670, 

831-836, 838, 839, 

840, 842-847, 850- 

852, 858 and 859, 

as a group. 


Sublevels within Group 


.-| 249,518 dozen. 
..-| 200,092 dozen. 
...| 244,158 dozen. 
...| 72,533 dozen. 

..| 459,205 kilograms. 
872,709 dozen pairs. 
262,619 dozen. 
128,809 dozen. 


Subgroup of Group Il: 


400-444 and 447-469, 


2,739,452 square meters 
as a group. equivalent. 


easp ese Category 369-S, only HTS number 
2 In _- 604-A, HTS number 
in Category 369-D, oe HTS numbers 
6302.60.0010 and 6302.91.0020. 

02'91.0020 & Category 360-D; and 6307 10.2008 
— — 


Sey C080, at HTS members dnegt 


Imports charged to these category limits for 
the periods July 1, 1988 through June 30, 1989 
and January 1, 1989 through June 30, 1989 
shall be charged against those levels of 
restraint to the extent of any unfilled 
balances. In the event the limits established 
for those periods have been exhausted by 
previous entries, such goods shall be subject 
to the levels set forth in this directive. 

The foregoing limits may be adjusted in the 
future under the provisions of the current 
bilateral agreement between the 
Governments of the United States and 
Indonesia. 

The conversion factor for Categories 638/ 
639 is 13. 

In carrying out the above directions, the 
Commissioner of Customs should construe 
entry into the United States for consumption 
to include entry for consumption into the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

The Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements has determined that 
these actions fall within the foreign affairs 
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 553{a)(1). 

Sincerely, 
Auggie D. Tantillo, 
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 
[FR Doc. 89-15425 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 3510-DR-M 


Adjustment of import Limit and 
Sublimit for Certain Cotton and Man- 
Made Fiber Textile Products Produced 
or Manufactured in Mexico 


June 26, 1989. 

AGENCY: Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements 
(CITA). 

ACTION: Issuing a directive to the 
Commissioner of Customs increasing 
limits. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: June 27, 1989. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Janet Heinzen, International Trade 
Specialist, Office of Textiles and 
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
(202) 377-4212. For information on the 
quota status of these limits, refer to the 
Quota Status Reports Posted on the 
bulletin boards of each Customs port or 
call (202) 535-9481. For information on 
embargoes and quota re-openings, call 
(202) 377-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Authority. Executive Order 11651 of 
March 3, 1972, as amended; Section 204 
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of the Agricultural Act of 1956, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 1854). 


The current limit and sublimit for 
cotton and man-made fiber textile 
products in Categories 342/642 from 
Mexico are being increased for swing, 
carryover and unused carryforward. 


A description of the textile and 
apparel categories in terms of HTS 
numbers is available in the 
CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel 
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States (see 
Federal Register notice 53 FR 44937, 
published on November 7, 1988). Also 
see 53 FR 52461, published on December 
28, 1988. 


The letter to the Commissioner of 
Customs and the actions taken pursuant 
to it are not designed to implement all of 
the provisions of the bilateral 
agreement, but are designed to assist 
only in the implementation of certain of 
its provisions. 


Auggie D. Tantillo, 
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 


Committee for the Implementation of Textile 

Agreements 

June 26, 1989. 

Commissioner of Customs, Department of the 
Treasury, Washington, D.C. 20229. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: This directive 
amends, but does not cancel, the directive 
issued to you on December 22, 1988 by the 
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. That directive 
concerns imports into the United States of 
certain cotton, wool and man-made fiber 
textile products, produced or manufactured in 
Mexico and exported during the period which 
began on January 1, 1989 and extends through 
December 31, 1989. 

Effective on June 27, 1989, the directive of 
December 22, 1988 is amended further to 
increase the limit and sublimit for Categories 
342/642, as provided under the provisions of 
the current bilateral agreement between the 
Governments of the United States and the 
United Mexican States: 


Adjusted 12-month limit * 


342/642 
Non-Special Regime 

Category Sublimit: 
342/642 


350,436 dozen 


70,087 dozen 


1 The limits have not been adjusted to account for 
any imports exported after December 31, 1988. 


The Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements has determined that 
these actions fall within the foreign affairs 
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 553(a){1). 





Sincerely, 
Auggie D Tantillo, 
Chairman, Comumittee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 
[FR Doc. 89-15495 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-M 


Announcement of import Limits for 


AGENCY: Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements 
(CITA). 

ACTION: Issuing a directive to the 
Commissioner of Customs establishing 
limits for a new agreement year. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: July 3, 1989. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Janet Heinzen, International Trade 
Specialist, Office of Textiles and 
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
(202) 377-4212. For information on the 
quota status of these limits, refer to the 
Quota Status Reports posted on the 
bulletin boards of each Customs port or 
call (202) 343-6582. For information on 
embargoes and quota re-openings, call 
(202) 377-3715. 


SUPPLMENTARY INFORMATION: Authori ty. 
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, 
as amended; Section 204 of the 
Agricultural Act of 1956, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 1854}. 

The current bilateral textile agreement 
between the Governments of the United 
States and the Republic of Turkey 
establishes limits for the period 
beginning July 1, 1989, and extending 
through June 30, 1990. The limits for 
Categories 338/339, 341 and 369-S have 
been adjusted for carryforward used; 
the limit for Category 604 has been 
adjusted to account for overshipments 
of a previous limit. 

A copy of the agreement is available 
from the Textiles Division, Bureau of 
Economic and Business Affairs, U.S. 
Department of State, (202) 647-1998. 

A description of the textile and 
apparel categories in terms of HTS 
numbers is available in the 
CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel 
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States {see 
Federal Register notice 53 FR 44937, 
published on November 7, 1988). 

The letter to the Commissioner of 
Customs and the actions taken pursuant 
to it are not designed to implement all of 
the provisions of the bilateral 
agreement, but are designed to assist 


only in the implementation of certain of 
its provisions. 

Auggie D. Tantillo, 

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 


Committee for the implementation of Textile 

Agreements 

June 23, 1989. 

Commissioner of Customs, 

Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC 
20229. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: Under the terms of 
section 204 of the Agricultural Act of 1956, as 
amended {7 U.S.C. 1854), and the 
Arrangement Regarding International Trade 
in Textiles done at Geneva on December 20, 
1973, as further extended on July 31, 1986; 
pursuant to the Bilateral Cotton and Man- 
Made Fiber Textile Agreement, effected by 
exchange of notes dated October 19, 1988 and 
November 16, 1988, as amended, between the 
Governments of the United States and the 
Republic of Turkey; and in accordance with 
the provisions of Executive Order 11651 of 
March 3, 1872, as amended, you are directed 
to prohibit, effective on July 3, 1989, entry into 
the United States for consumption and 
withdrawal from warehouse for consumption 
of cotton and man-made fiber textile products 
in the following categories, produced or 
manufactured in Turkey and exported during 
the twelve-month period which begins on July 
1, 1989, and extends through June 30, 1990, in 
excess of the following levels of restraint: 


Fabric Group: 
219, 313, 344, 315, 
317326, 617, 625, 
626, 627 and 628. 


85,970,615 square 


14,180,720 square 
meters shail be in 314. 

19,055,343 square 
meters shall be in 315. 

19,941,638 square 
meters shall be in 317. 

2,215,738 square meters 
shall be in 326. 

13,294,425 square 
meters shail be in 617. 

2,215,738 square meters 
shall be in 625. 


721, 212 kilograms. 
132,500 dozen. 
-4| 3,511,533 kilograms. 
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340/640... 561,000 dozen of which 
not more than 224,640 
dozen shail be in 
shirts made from fabric 
of two or more colors 
in the warp and/or the 


filling in 
340-Y/640-Y 2. 
‘514,500 dozen of which 
not more than 180,075 
dozen shail be in 
blouses made from 
fabric of two or more 


338-S/339-S, 
6105.10.0010, 
10.20.2065, 


6106. 90.2010, 

, 6110.20.1030, 

6110.20.2075, 6110.90.0070, dar ofp 0040, 
6114.20.0010 and 6117.90.0022 in Cat 


6204.22. 
stogoes 347-1/348-T, only HTS number 
6103.19.2015. 6103.19.4020, 


6103.42.1020, 6103.42.1040, 


6113.00:0035, 
6203.22 


6203.42.4015, 
5, 6203.42.4045, 

, 6211.20.1520, 6211.20.3010 
6211.32.0040 in Cai 347-T; and 6104.12.0030, 
6104.19.2030, . 204.29.2034, 
6104.62.2010, 


.9010, 0.50.2030, 62 , 
6211.20.6010, 6211.42.0030 and 6217.90.0050 in 


Category 348- -T. 
In —" 369-S only HTS number 
6307.10.200 


Imports charged to these category limits for 
the periods July 1, 1988 through June 30, 1989, 
and September 30, 1988 through June 30, 1989, 
shall be charged against those levels of 
restraint to the extent of any unfilled 
balances. In the event the limits established 
for those periods have been exhausted by 
previous entries, such goods shall be subject 
to the levels set forth in this directive. 

In carrying out the above directions, the 
Commissioner of Customs should construe 
entry into the United States for consumption 
to include entry for consumption into the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

The Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Ageements has determined that these 
actions fall within the foreign affairs 











Federal Register / Vol. 54, No. 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Notices 27667 
exception of the rulemaking provisions of 5 Accordingly, the following services Commissary Shelf Stocking 
U.S.C. 553(a}(1). are hereby added te Procurement List Naval Construction, Battalion Cue, 
Sincerely, 1989: Gulfport, Mississippi. 
Auggie D. Tantillo, Commissary Shelf Stocking Janitorial/Custodial 
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Florida Naval and Marine, Reserve Center, 
of Textile Agreements. Janitorial/ Custodial Jackson, Mississippi. 
[FR Doc. 89-15426 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] U.S. Army Reserve Center, 360 West Beverely L. Milkman, 
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-M California Avenue, Memphis, Executies Bivectes. 





COMMITTEE FOR PURCHASE FROM ; 
THE BLIND AND OTHER SEVERELY 
HANDICAPPED 


Procurement List 1989; Additions 
AGENCY: Committee for Purchase from 
the Blind and Other Severely 
Handicapped. 


ACTION: Additions to Procurement List. 


SUMMARY: This action adds to the 
Procurement List 1989 services to be 
provided by workshops for the blind or 
other severely handicapped. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 31, 1989. 
aAppress: Committee for Purchase from 
the Blind and Other Severely 
Handicapped, Crystal Square 5, Suite 
1107, 1755 Jefferson Davis Highway, 
Arlington, Virginia 22202-3509. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Beverly Milkman (703) 557-1145. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May 
5 and 12, 1989, the Committee for 
Purchase from the Blind and Other 
Severely Handicapped published 
notices (54 FR 19429 and 20628) of 
proposed additions to Procurement List 
1989, which was published on November 
15, 1988 (53 FR 46018). 

No comments were received 
concerning the proposed additions to the 
Procurement List. After considertion of 
the material presented to it concerning 
capability of qualified workshops to 
produce the commodity and provide the 
services at fair market prices and impact 
of the additions on the current or most 
recent contractors, the Committee has 
determined that the services listed 
below are suitable for procurement by 
the Federal Government under 41 U.S.C. 
46-48c and 41 CFR 51-246. 

I certify that the following actions will 
not have a significant impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. The 
major factors considered for this 
certification were: 

a. The actions will not result in any 
additional reporting, recordkeeping or 
other compliance requirements. 

b. The actions will not have a serious 
economic impact on any contractors for 
the services listed. 

c. The actions will result in 
authorizing small entities to provide the 
services procured by the Government. 


Tennessee. 
Beverly L. Milkman, 
Executive Director. 
[FR Doc. 88-15587 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6620-33-M 


Procurement List 1989; Proposed 
Addition and Deletions 


AGENCY: Committee for Purchase from 
the Blind and Other Severely 
Handicapped. 

ACTION: Proposed Addition to and 
Deletions from Procurement List. 


SUMMARY: The Committee has received 


proposals to add to and delete from 
Procurement List 1989 services to be 
provided by workships for the blind and 
other severely handicapped. 

Comments must be received on or 
before: July 31, 1989. 

ADpDRESs: Committee for Purchase from 
the Blind and Other Severely 
Handicapped, Crystal Square 5, Suite 
1107, 1755 Jefferson Davis Highway, 
Arlington, Virginia 22202-3509. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
E.R. Alley, Jr. (703) 557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice is published pursuant to 41 U.S.C. 
47(a)(2) and 41 CFR 51-2.6. Its purpose is 
to provide intersted persons an 
opportunity to submit comments on the 
possible impact of the proposed actions. 
Addition 

If the Committee approves the 
proposed addition, all entities of the 
Federal Government will be required to 
procure the service listed below from 
workshops for the blind or other 
severely handicapped. 

It is proposed to add the following 
service to Procurement List 1989, which 
was published November 15, 1988 (53 FR 
46018): 

Janitorial/ Custodial 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers at the 
following Yakima, Washington 
locations: Fort Lewis Resident 
Office, Project Office adjacent to 
Building 810, Yakima Firing Center. 


Deletions 


It is proposed to delete the following 
services from Procurement List 1989, 
which was published November 15, 1988 
(53 FR 46018): 


[FR Doc. 89-15538 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6820-33-M 





DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Department of the Army 


Updated Proposed Program for 
Qualifying Freight Motor Carriers 


AGENCY: Military Traffic Management 
Command (MTMC), Department of the 
Army, DOD. 


ACTION: Updated, proposed program for 
qualifying DOD freight motor carriers. 


SUMMARY: Item was previously 
published in the issue of Thursday, May 
19, 1988 (53 FR 17970). MTMC requests 
public comment on its proposed Freight 
Carrier Qualification Program. Subject 
to certain exceptions, the program will 
apply to all freight motor carriers 
intending to participate in transportation 
of all freight administered by MTMC’s 
Directorate of Inland Traffic (except 
used household goods, hazardous, or 
secret materials, and sensitive weapons 
and munitions). The program will 
commence at a date announced in the 
final publication of the program in the 
Federal Register. Carriers without rates 
on file as of the effective date will have 
to qualify prior to MTMC'’s acceptance 
of their service offers. Carriers with 
rates on file as of the effective date will 
be required to submit qualification data 
when requested by MTMC. All carriers 
will be required to meet these 
qualification standards within 2 years of 
the implementation of this program. 
Carriers interested in qualifying or 
remaining qualified will submit the data 
described below to the appropriate area 
command (Bayonne, Nj or Oakland, CA) 
based on the carrier's headquarters 
domicile. The area command will 
schedule a meeting with the carrier to 
clarify any qualification elements. The 
carrier must attend and provide an oral 
presentation on its company. The carrier 
may also receive guidance on how to do 
business with the DOD. The area 
command will then evaluate the data to 
determine whether the carrier has the 
equipment, facilities, personnel and 
finances necessary to handle the 
carrier's proposed scope of operations. 
The area commands will then forward 








the application to HQMTMC for 
approval. 

If the carrier is approved and signs the 
agreement, HQMTMC will then accept 
(or in the case of existing carriers 
continue to accept) tenders, tariffs or 
similar rate submissions. Carriers 
disapproved will be notified of the 
problems found and may reapply for 
approval once the problems have been 
corrected. 


DATES: Comments must be received by 
July 31, 1989. 


ADDRESS: Comments may be addressed 
to: Headquarters, Military Traffic 
Management Command, 5611 Columbia 
Pike, ATTN: MT-INFF, Room 607, Falls 
Church, VA 22041-5050. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Rose Sharpe or Ms. Patricia 
McCormick at (703) 756-1062. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: MTMC’'s 
proposed qualification criteria are as 
follows: 

a. Safety Ratings. Carrier will not 
have an “unsatisfactory” safety rating 
with the Federal Highway 
Administration, Department of 
Transportation, and if it is an intrastate 
motor carrier, with the appropriate state 
agency. Carriers with “conditional” or 
“insufficient information” ratings may 
be used to transport DOD genera! 
commodities provided that such carriers 
certify in writing that they are now in 
full compliance with Department of 
Transportation safety requirements. 

b. Operating Authorities. Carriers will 
submit copies of all certificates 
authorizing operations as a common 
carrier (interstate and intrastate) needed 
to transport DOD traffic. 

c. Insurance—Public Liability and 
Cargo 

(1) Public Liability. Motor carriers will 
submit proof of their public liability 
insurance to MTMC on a certificate of 
insurance form issued by the insurance 
company. Expiration dates and 
deductible will not be reflected on the 
certificate. The insurance underwriter 
must have a policyholder’s rating of “A” 
or better in Best's Insurance Guide. The 
certificate holder block of the form will 
identify HQMTMC, 5611 Columbia Pike, 
Falls Church, Virginia 22041-5050, 
ATTN: MT-INFF, to be notified, in 
writing, 30 days in advance of any 
change or cancellation. Self-Insurance 
will not be accepted. The public liability 
requirements are specified by 49 CFR 
387.9 and are summarized as follows 
based on the commodities transported: 
Property (nonhazardous) 

Oil; hazardous waste, materials...1,000,000 
and substances not in bulk 


(2) Cargo. Motor carriers will be 
required to have their insurance 
company provide proof of cargo 
insurance to MTMC on a certificate of 
insurance form. Expiration dates and 
deductible will not be reflected on the 
certificate. The insurance underwriter 
must have a policyholder's rating of “A” 
or better in Best's Insurance Guide. The 
certificate holder block of the form will 
identify HOMTMC, 5611 Columbia Pike, 
Falls Church, Virginia 22041-5050, 
ATTN: MT-INFF, to be notified in 
writing, 30 days in advance of any 
change or cancellation. DOD's minimum 
cargo insurance requirements are 
$150,000 for loss and damage of 
Government freight and/or $20,000 per 
vehicle transported (e.g., automobile 
transporters or vehicles in haulaway 
service) in the form of certificate(s) of 
insurance. Self-Insurance will not be 
accepted. 

d. Financial Records. Motor carriers 
will provide copies of their balance 
sheet and income statements for the last 
3 taxable years. Motor carriers in 
existence less than 3 years but more 
than 12 months must provide copies of 
all balance sheets and income 
statements from the date business was 
commenced. Carriers in business less 
than 12 months must provide a balance 
sheet showing all assets and liabilities. 
All carriers must also state their extent 
of financial interests in other 
transportation companies or their 
affiliation with any person or firm 
holding interests in other transportation 
companies. 

e. Carriers will provide the following 
information: 

(1) A listing of company’s officers. 

(2) A listing of the company’s owners 
and the percentage owned by each. 

(3) Company background and history 
including the year the company was 
formed. 

(4) A list by type and quantity of 
equipment owned-and leased. 

(5) The number of company drivers 
employed and number of drivers under 
lease. 

(6) Copies of interline agreements, 
long-term and short-term lease 
agreements, and equipment leases. 

(7) A list of terminal locations 
including the street address and 
telephone numbers, and descriptions of 
the terminal facilities. 

(8) Three reference letters from the 
shippers they served during the previous 
12 months. 

(9) Proposed services by type of 
service, traffic lane, or geographical 
area. 

(10) Copies of driver hiring, screening, 
and training procedures. 
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(11) Disadvantaged (Minority) and 
women-owned business certification (if 
applicable). 

f. Annual Performance Bond. Motor 
carriers will provide HQMTMC with an 
Annual Performance Bond. The bond 
must be issued by a surety company 
listed in the Fiscal Service, Treasury 
Department Circular No. 570. Initially, 
the penal sum of the bond shall be no 
less than $100,000. Thereafter, the 
requirement will be 2.5% of the carrier's 
annual gross income derived from all 
DOD shipments, or $100,000, whichever 
is greater. The Annual Performance 
Bond secures performance and 
fulfillment of the contractor obligation. It 
will cover default, inability to perform, 
bankruptcy and overcharges. 

g. Carriers meeting the above 
qualification requirements will be 
required to sign the following 
agreement: 


Basic Agreement Between the Military 
Traffic Management Command and 
Motor Common Carriers for Approval 
To Transport General Commodities for 
the Department of Defense 


1. The undersigned, who is duly authorized 
and empowered to act on behalf 
ct, __  , fereinafter called 
the carrier, as a prerequisite for approval to 
transport general commodities for the 
account of the Department of Defense (DOD) 
and the Military Traffic Management 
Command (MTMC), hereinafter called the 
Government, agrees to comply with all 
requirements and conditions as set forth in 
this Agreement. This Agreement governs the 
transportation of all DOD freight 
administered by the Directorate of Inland 
Traffic, MTMC (except used household 
goods, hazardous or secret materials, and 
sensitive weapons and munitions). 
Noncompliance by the carrier with any 
provision of this Agreement may result in 
termination by MTMC of approval to 
participate in this traffic. If the carrier's 
approval is revoked, the carrier may be 
prohibited from participation in any DOD 
freight traffic for up to 1 year. 

2. Approval and Revocation. 

a. Carrier understands that its initial 
approval and retention of approval are 
contingent on establishing and maintaining, 
to MTMC’s satisfaction, sufficient resources 
to support its proposed scope of operations 
and services. Sufficient resources include the 
equipment, personnel, facilities, and finances 
to handle the traffic anticipated by DOD/ 
MTMC under the carrier’s proposed scope of 
operations in accordance with the service 
requirements of the shipper. 

b. The carrier understands that MTMC may 
revoke approval at any time upon discovery 
of grounds for ineligibility or disqualification. 
The carrier further understands that it is not 
authorized to submit tenders for shipments 
requiring a Transportation Protective Service 
uniil it has served DOD in an approved status 
for 12 continuous months. 
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c. In addition to the initial evaluation, the 
carrier agrees that it will cooperate with 
MTMC follow-up evaluations at any time 
subsequent to signing this agreement to 


confirm continued eligibility. 
3. Lawful Performance. Transportation for 
the DOD will be performed im accordance 


with all applicable Federal, State, municipal, 
and other local laws and regulations. No 
fines, . or assessments for overloaded 
vehicles or other violations of applicable 
laws and regulations will be passed to or be 
paid by any agency of the Federal 
Government. 

4. Operating Authority. Carrier will 
maintain valid motor common carrier 
operating certificates for its scope of 
operations. Any carrier found to be, in fact, 
involved in the brokerage of DOD frei 
traffic will have its approval revoked. 

5. Insurance. 

a. Minimum public liability i insurance 
requirements are prescribed in Title 49 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations, § 387.9. Carriers 
will ensure that their insurance company(s) 
file with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission proof of public liability 
insurance, in the form of a BMC 91 or 91X, or 
MCS 90, in accordance with sections 29 and 
30 of the Motor Carrier Act of 1980. Further, 
the motor carrier wili provide MTMC with a 
certificate of insurance form. The certificate 
holder block of the form will identify 
HQMTMC, 5611 Columbia Pike, Falls Church, 
Vinginia 22041-5050, ATTN: MT-INFF, to be 
notified in writing, 30 days in advance of any 
change or cancellation. Expiration dates and 
deductables will not be reflected on the 
certificate. The insurance underwriter must 
have a policyholder's rating of “A” or better 
in Best's Insurance Guide. Self-Insurance will 
not be accepted. 

b. The carrier will also file with MTMC 
proof of $150,000 per incident minimum cargo 
insurance for loss and damage of 
Government freight. If transporting 
automobiles or in haulaway service 
using automobile transporters or trailers, the 
carrier will file proof of minimum cargo 
insurance of $20,000 per vehicle. 

c. The insurance, carried in the name of the 
carrier, will be in force at all times while this 
Agreement is in effect or until such time as 
the carrier cancels all tenders. The carrier 
will ensure that the policies include a 
provision requiring the insurer to notify in 
writing, HQMTMC 30 days prior to any 
change or cancellation of the policies. Proof 
of insurance must also be on file with 
HQMTWMC prior to any performance of 
service by the carrier. Changes, renewals and 
cancellation notices must also be sent to 
HQMTWC at the address in paragraph 19. 
Self-insurance wil! not be accepted. This 
requirement applies to both interstate and 
intrastate carriers. Carrier's insurance 
policy{s) must cover all equipment used to 
transport DOD freight. 

6. Annual Performance Bond. Carriers will 
provide HQMTMC with an Annual 
Performence Bond at no cost to the 
Governnent. The bond secures performance 
and fulfillment of the contractor obligation. It 
will cover default, inability to perform, 
bankruptcy and overcharges. The bond must 
be issued by a surety company listed in the 


Fiscal Service, Treasury Department Circular 
No. 570. Initially, the penal sum of the bond 
shall be no Jess than $100,000. Thereafter, the 
requirement will be 2.5% of the carrier's 
annual gross income derived from all DOD 
shipments, or $100,000 whichever is greater. 
The Annual Performance Bond must be 
completed on the form provided by 
HQMTMC. 

7. Safety. 

a. Carrier will not have an “unsatisfactory” 
safety rating with the Federal Highway 
Administration, Department of 
Transportation, and, if it is an intrastate 
motor carrier, with the appropriate state 
agency. The carrier further agrees to allow 
unannounced safety inspections of its 
facilities, terminals, equipment, employees, 
operations, and procedures by DOD civilian, 
military, or contract employees. These 
inspections may include in transit 
surveillance of vehicles and drivers. Carrier 
will provide evidence of an active driver 
safety training and evaluation program that 
fulfills the requirements set forth at 49 CFR 
Parts 390-396. Inspection of carrier 
equipment, driver's records, route plans, and 
inspection reports will be allowed during 
pickup and delivery of shipments and in 
coordination with police or other authorities 
while in transit. Upon request, the carrier 
agrees to furnish sufficient information to 
permit MTMC to verify or inspect carrier and 
driver records. 

b. The carrier will have, in place, a 
company-wide safety management program. 
Carrier safety programs will comply with 
applicable Federal, State and local statutes or 
requirements. Safety programs at the 
company wide or terminal level may be 
subject to evaluation by a DOD 
representative. 

c. The carrier will notify the consignor and 
consignee named on the Government bill of 
lading (GSL) or Commercial bill of lading 
(CBL) of cargo loss, damage, or unusual 
delay. Infermation reported will include 
origin/destination, GBL/CBL number, 
shipping paper information, and time and 
place of occurrence, and other pertinent 
accident details. When requested, carrier will 
furnish to MTMC a copy of accident reports 
submitted to Department of Transportation 
on Form MCS 50-T (Property). 

8. Driver Requirements. Any driver used by 
carriers to transport DOD freight must 
possess a valid driver's license issued by his 
or her state of domicile. Drivers must have, at 
a minimum, 1 year's experience drivi 
equipment similar to that used to transport 
DOD freight or have graduated from an 
accredited motor carrier driving school. 

9. Equipment. The carrier is prohibited from 
using tripleased equipment or drivers, except 
upon prior approval from HQMTMC. Leases 
of less than 30 days are considered trip 
leases. 

10. Shipment. The carrier agrees to provide 
the status of any shipment within 24 hours 
after an inquiry is made at no additional cost 
to the Government. Further, the carrier will 
not divulge any information to unauthorized 
persons concerning the nature and movement 
of any DOD shipment. 

11. Documentation. 

a. Carrier agrees to accept GBLs and CBLs 
on which freight charges will be paid by the 


Government and will be bound by all terms 
and conditions stated on SF 1103 regardless 
of the type of bill of lading tendered. 

b. The carrier will comply with the 
documentation prelodge procedures in effect 
at Military Ocean Terminals when cargo is 
consigned for further movement overseas. 
(Prelodging is the submission of advance 
shipment documents which identifies the 
shipment to the Military Ocean Terminal 
prior to delivery of the cargo at the terminal.) 
Instructions will be provided by the 
consignor to furnish certain data at least 24 
hours in advance of cargo delivery to the 
terminal. 

12. Loss or Damage. The carrier will be 
liable for loss or damage to cargo in 
accordance with the provisions of Title 49, 
United States Code, Section 11707 (the 
Carmack Amendment to the Interstate 
Commerce Act). Carrier agrees to promptly 
settle uncontested claims for loss or damage. 

13. Standard Tender of Service. 

a. The carrier will comply with the 
preparation and filing instructions and 
applicable freight traffic rules publications ~ 
issued by MTMC. Carrier understands that 
tenders not in compliance with these 
instructions will be rejected by MTMC. 

b. Carrier will provide MTMC with a street 
address where the company office is located 
in lieu of a post office box number. Carrier 
will provide the address prior to or in 
conjunction with submission of any tenders 
or other rate schedules. The carrier will also 
advise MTMC of any change in address prior 
to the effective date of the change. Failure to 
do so is grounds to discontinue the use of the 
carrier. 

c. Carrier understands that tenders 
inadvertently accepted and distributed for 
use and not in compliance with this 
agreement, the provisions contained in the 
Standard Tender of Freight Services {MT 
Form 364-R), or the applicable MTMC Freight 
Traffic Rules Publication, and supplements 
thereof, will be subject to immediate removal. 
The issuing carrier will be advised when 
tenders are removed under these 
circumstances. The carrier may also be 
placed in a nonuse status pending correction 
of the tenders. 

14. Rates. Carrier agrees to transport 
Government shipments at its lowest 
applicable rate whether or not the rate tender 
is referenced on the GBL/CBL. 

15. Carrier Performance. Carrier's 
equipment, performance, and standards of 
service will conform with its obligations 
under Federal, State, and local law and 
regulation as well as with the guidelines 
found in the Defense Traffic Management 
Regulation and this Agreement. The carrier 
fully understands its obligation to remain 
current in its knowledge of service standards. 
The carrier accepts the Government's right to 
revoke approval, declare ineligible, nonuse, 
or disqualify the carrier for unsatisfactory 
service subsequent to approval or for any 
other operating deficiency, or for 
noncompliance with terms of the Agreement 
or terms of negotiated agreements, tariffs, 
tenders, bills of lading or similar 
arrangements determining the relationship of 
the parties, or for the publication or 








Federai Register / Vol. 54, No. 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Notices 


assessment of unreasonable rates, charges, 
rules, descriptions, classifications, practices, 
or other unreasonable provisions of tariffs/ 
tenders. 

16. General Provisions. The carrier agrees 
to have a valid Standard Carrier Alpha Code 
(SCAC) and use it on all DOD billing 
documents, and correspondence pertaining to 
the shipment of freight. If different operating 
divisions of a carrier desire to file tenders 
with the DOD, the carrier agrees to maintain 
a separate agreement and SCAC with MTMC 
for each division. 

17. Terms of the Agreement. 

a. The terms of this Agreement will be 
applicable to each shipment. 

b. This Agreement shall-be effective from 
the date of acknowledgment by MTMC until 
terminated upon receipt of written notice by 
either party. 

c. Nothing in this Agreement will be 
construed as a guarantee by the Government 
of any particular volume of traffic. 


Intrastate Operating Authority 
Certificate Number(s) 
(Include Issuing State 

e.g. PA—#12345) 


Military Traffic Management Command 
Acknowledgment/Acceptance 


Department of the Army, Alternate Liaison 
Officer with the Federal Register. 


[FR Doc. 89-15367 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3710-06-M 


Corps of Engineers, Department of 
the Army 


Intent to Prepare Environmental 
impact Statement for Operation of 
Prado Dam for Water Conservation 


AGENCY: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
DoD. 


ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare draft 
environmental impact statement. 


SUMMARY: 1. Proposed Action. Prado 
Dam is located on the Santa Ana River 
upstream from Orange County, 
California. Its primary purpose is for 
fiood control, although it is authorized 
for incidential water conservation. 
Various recreation users and wildlife 
resources are present in the basin. 
Alternatives considered for detailed 
study are (1) Flood season storage 
(incidental) from October 1 to March 1 
to elevation 494’ (with forecasting); from 
March 1 to August 1 seasonal storage 


d. The carrier will immediately notify 
MTMC of any changes in ownership, changes 
in affiliations, executive officers, and/or 
board members, and carrier name change. 

18. Additional Specialized Requirements. 
The terms of this Agreement will not prevent 
different or additional requirements with 
respect to negotiated agreements or added 
requirements for any other types of service 
and/or commodities. 

19. Inquiries. Inquiries may be referred to: 
Commander, Military Traffic Management 
Command, Attention: MT-INFF, 5611 
Columbia Pike, Falls Church, VA 22041-5050. 

20. Carrier Acknowledgment and 
Acceptance. The certifying carrier official 
will ensure all company officials and 
employees are familiar with the requirements 
of this Agreement and are in full compliance 
with the applicable provisions contained 
herein. 

Any information found to be falsely 
represented in the Motor Carrier 


will be investigated for elevations 495’, 
500’ and 505’, and (2) Only seasonal 
water conservation from March 1 to 
August 1 for elevations 495’, 500’ and 
505’. Seasonal expanded water 
conservation would provide recharge 
water for the spreading facilities 
downstream of the dam. Three 
alternative conservation pool maximum 
elevations as well as present operation 
are considered. Primary areas of impact 
are to biological resources, cultural and 
historic resources, and recreation use of 
the basin. The least Bell's vireo, an 
endangered species, is present in the 
basin at elevations that would be 
inundated by water. 

2. Scoping Process. Individuals, 
organizations and government agencies 
are invited to participate in the scoping 
process. This will assist the U.S. Army 
in identifying potential impacts on the 
quality of the environment resulting 
from acquisition and utilization of the 
additional lands. The date, time and 
piace of the first scoping meetings will 
be announced at a later date through 
invitations in publications and 
newspapers in regular circulation in the 
area. The Draft EIS is expected to be 
available to the public in May 1990. 
Comments received on the Draft EIS will 
be considered in the preparation of the 
Final EIS. Persons desiring to be placed 
on the mailing list to receive the Draft 
EIS, require further information or have 
comments regarding this action, are 
directed to Mr. Gray Gunther, Water 


Qualification Form, the attachments, or 
during the qualification procedures shall be 
grounds for automatic cancellation of this 
agreement and immediate nonuse of the 
carrier, the affiliated companies, divisions 
and entities. 

. (Typed Name and Title of Carrier Official), 
understand the requirements of this 
agreement and on behalf of 

'yped Name of Carrier), 
agree to comply with the terms and 
conditions contained herein. 
Name of Carrier 
Carrier Address 


Telephone Number ( 


24 Hr Emergency Number ( ) 


Signature of Carrier Official 
Date 
SCA’ 


Interstate Operating Authority Certificate 
Number—MC_ ——————____ 


Resources Branch, U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, Los Angeles District, P.O. 
Box 2711, Los Angeles, California 90053- 
2325, (213) 894-3825 or the Public Affairs 
Office. 


Dated: June 2, 1989. 
Tadahiko Ono, 
Colonel, Corps of Engineers, District 
Engineer. ; 
Kenneth L. Denton, 
Department of the Army Alternate Liaison 
Officer With the Federal Register. 
[FR Doc. 89-15626 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3710-08-M 


Department of the Air Force 


intent To Prepare an Environmentai 
impact Statement of the Proposed 
Construction and Operation of the 
Dynamic Coherent Measurement 
System (DYCOMS) at White Sands 
Missile Range, NM 


The Department of the Air Force is 
proposing to construct and operate the 
Dynamic Coherent Measurement System 
(DYCOMS) at White Sands Missile 
Range (WSMR), New Mexico, to test 
Department of Defense long-range 
radars and associated radar target 
vehicles. The proposed location of 
DYCOMS is at North Oscura Peak 
(NOP) in the northern portion of WSMR, 
approximately eight miles west of the 
east WSMR boundary. The Department 
of the Army, White Sands Missile 
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Range, is a cooperating agency in this 
effort. 

NOP was selected as the preferred 
alternative after a lengthy siting process 
where 10 locations were evaluated. The 
other sites evaluated were (1) Trigo 
Peak, Yuma Proving Grounds, AZ; (2) 
Superstition Mountain, El Centro Naval 
Air Facility, CA: (3) Hurricane Mesa, 
UT; (4) Winnemuca, NV; (5) Fort 
Huachuca, AZ; (6) Mountain Home Air 
Force Base, ID: (7) Green River, UT: (8) 
Parrot Point, China Lake, CA; (9) 
Luhmens Ridge, Edwards Air Force 
Base, CA and (10) NOrth Oscura Peak, 
White Sands Missile Range, NM. Each 
site was evaluated based on operational 
considerations to include quiet radio 
frequency environment, low radar 
clutter levels and Department of 
Defense (DoD) restricted air space. Sites 
1 through 7 were eliminated from 
consideration because they presented 
unacceptable degradation of operational 
effectiveness. The remaining three are 
potential sites with NOP being the most 
operationally suitable. A more detailed 
description of the siting process will be 
addressed in the EIS documentation. 

Four alternatives are being 
considered. The first and preferred 
alternative is to install the proposed 
DYCOMS at North Oscura Peak, 
WSMR. The second alternative would 
be to install DYCOMS at China Lake 
Naval Weapons Center, CA. The third 
alternative would be to install DYCOMS 
at Edwards AFB, CA. The fourth 
alternative is to do nothing. The No 
Action alternative would preclude all 
adverse and beneficial environmental 
and economic impacts; however, it also 
would preclude accomplishment of 
radar tests and measurements critical to 
National Defense. 

Locating a DYCOMS complex at 
WSMR would require installation of 
eight new radars, construction of one 
new building at NOP, construction of 
one new building in the north central 
portion of WSMR, and refurbishment of 
four existing buildings at NOP. 
Installation of the new radars and 
erection of new buildings are necessary 
to meet specific target engagement 
objectives which cannot be met with 
other existing facilities. 

Operating DYCOMS, for the most 
part, would utilize existing NOP 
buildings and facilities, and would use 
available flight test corridors and 
assigned frequencies. Aerial flights 
would originate from various military 
airfields located off of WSMR. For the 
first year of operation, flight activity 
would be one 2 hour sortie each day, 3 
days per week. After the first year, 
sortie activity would increase to 2 per 
day, each lasting 2 hours, 5 days per 
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week. Sortie activity at WSMR would be 
during early morning hours or after 
sunset at flight levels between 1,000 feet 
above ground level (AGL) and 25,000 
feet AGL. The airspace required would 
be primarily within the WSMR airspace 
corridors around North Oscura Peak. 
Airspace would be scheduled through 
WSMR range control. Varied fighter and 
bomber aircraft in the DoD inventory 
would be tested. . 

Locating a DYCOMS complex at 
China Lake Naval Weapons Center, CA 
would require installation of eight new 
radars, construction of multiple new 
buildings at Parrot Point, significant 
improvement of the access roads and 
upgrade of power systems to include 
stringing of lines from an origination 
point other than the proposed immediate 
location. Installation of the new radars 
and erection of new buildings are 
necessary to meet specific target 
engagement objectives which cannot be 
met with existing facilities. Aerial 
activity would be similar to that of 
WSMR. 

Locating a DYCOMS complex at 
Edwards AFB, CA would require 
installation of eight new radars, j 
construction of multiple new buildings 
at Luhmens Ridge, considerable grading 
to the site and possible blasting for 
building foundations, sewer and power 
upgrades to include stringing of 
additional power lines from an 
origination point other than the 
proposed immediate location. 
Installation of the new radars and 
erection of new buildings are necessary 
to meet specific target engagement 
objectives which cannot be met with 
existing facilities. Aerial activity would 
be similar to that of WSMR. 

The Department of the Air Force will 
hold a public scoping meeting to solicit 
inputs of significant environmental 
issues associated with the construction 
and operation of DYCOMS at WSMR. 
This scoping meeting is scheduled for 
July 12, 1989, at the Carbine Auditorium, 
Physical Sciences Laboratory, New 
Mexico State University, Corner of 
Espina and Stewart Streets, Las Cruces, 
NM, from 7:00-10:00 p.m. In addition to 
this scoping meeting, written inputs to 
the scoping process are solicited. 
Comments in response to this NOI or as 
part of the scoping process are 
requested in writing within 30 calendar 
days from publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register. 

Questions concerning the proposed 
action or the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) process for the 
action, comments on this NOI, or written 
inputs to the scoping process should be 
mailed to the contracted consulting firm, 
Physical Sciences Laboratory, 
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ATTENTION: Mr. Roy A. Cunniff, Box 
30001, New Mexico State University, Las 
Cruces, NM 88003-0001. Telephone 
inquiries should be directed to Mr. 
Cunniff at (515) 522-9100. 


Patsy J. Conner, 
Air Force Federal Register Liaison Officer. 


[FR Doc. 89-15512 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3910-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 


Bilingual Education and Minority 
Languages Affairs; Direct Grant 
Programs 


AGENCY: Department of Education. 


ACTION: Notice inviting applications for 
new awards for fiscal year 1990. 


SUMMARY: The Secretary invites 
applications for new awards for fiscal 
year (FY) 1990 under most of the 
bilingual Education direct grant 
programs and announces deadline dates 
for the transmittal of applications under 
these programs. This combined 
application notice contains fiscal and 
programmatic information for potential 
applicants. 


DATES: The deadline dates for 
transmitting applications under these 
programs are listed in the chart in Part I 
of this notice. 

These programs are subject to 
Executive Order (EO) 12372 
(Intergovernmental Review of Federal 
Programs). The deadline dates for the 
transmittal of State-Process 
Recommendations by State Single 
Points of Contact (SPOCs) and 
comments by other interested parties 
are also listed in the chart. 

In addition, the chart lists the dates on 
which applications will be available. 


ADDRESSES: The addresses for obtaining 
applications for, or further information 
about, individual programs or 
competitions are in the respective 
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announcements for those programs in 
Part II of this notice. 

The address for transmitting 
recommendations and comments under 
intergovernmental review, together with 
the addressses of individual SPOCs, is 
in the application package for those 
programs. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Organization of Notice 


This notice is organized in two parts. 

Part Tis a chart containing the names 
of all the programs covered by this 
notice in order of deadline date for 
transmittal of applications. The chart 
contains the following information: 


¢ The Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance (CFDA) number and the 
name of the corresonding program. 

¢ The deadline date for the 
transmittal of applications. 

¢ The date of availability of 
applications. 

¢ The deadline date for transmitting 
comments under intergovernmental 
review. 

¢ The estimated range of awards. 

¢ The estimated average size of 
awards. 

¢ The estimated number of awards. 

¢ The project period in months. 

Readers should note that the 
Department is not bound by estimates in 
this notice. 

Part II contains additional fiscal and 
programmatic details for each program, 
including— 

¢ A brief statement of the purpose of 
the program; 

¢ A list of regulations applicable to 
the program; 

¢ Information regarding priorities, if 
any; 

¢ The name, address, and telephone 
number of the person at the Department 
to contact for applications or 
information; and 

* A citation of the statutory authority 
for the program. 
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PART !.—NeEw AWARDS UNDER BILINGUAL EDUCATION DIRECT GRANT PROGRAMS 


July 31, 1989. 
| July 27, 1989 





Part Il—Additional Fiscal and 
Programmatic Information 


84.003L—Special Populations Program 


Purpose of Program: Provides grants 
to eligible applicants to establish, 
operate, or improve preparatory or 
supplementary preschool, special 
education, and gifted and talented 
programs for limited English proficient 
(LEP) children. 

Applicable Regulations: (a) The 
Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in 
34 CFR Parts 74, 75, 77, 79, 80, 81, and 85; 
and (b) The regulations for this program 
in 34 CFR Parts 500 and 526. 

Priorities: The Secretary gives 
preference to applications that meet one 
or more of the following competitive 
priorities: 

(1) Historically underserved— 

§ 525.32(a)(1) (4 points). The need to 


assist LEP children who have been 
historically underserved by programs for 
limited English proficient persons. 

(2) Geographical distribution— 

§ 525.32(a)(2) (4 points). The need to 
provide assistance in proportion to the 
distribution of LEP children throughout 
the Nation and within each of the 
States. 

(3) Need—§ 525.32(a)(3) (4 points). 
The need for financial assistance to 
establish, operate, or improve programs 
for limited English proficient persons. 

(4) Relative number and proportion of 
children from low-income families— 

§ 525.32(a)(4) (3 points). The relative 
numbers of children from low-income 
families sought to be benefited by the 
program. 

Under 34 CFR 75.105(c)(2)({i), 525.32{b), 
and 526.31(b) the Secretary awards up to 
15 points to an application that meets 
one or more of these competitive 


priorities in a particularly effective way. 
These points are in addition to any 
points the application earns under the 
selection criteria for the program in 34 
CFR 526.32. 

For Applications or Information 
Contact: Ms. Barbara Wells, Office of 
Bilingual Education and Minority 
Languages Affairs, U.S. Department of 
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW., 
Reom 5086, Mary E. Switzer Building, 
Washington, DC 20202-6510. Telephone: 
(202) 732-1843. 

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 
3291(a)}(6). 


84.003A—Transitional Bilingual 
Education Program 


Purpose of Program: Provides grants 
to local educational agencies (LEAs) 
and institutions of higher education 
applying jointly with one or more LEAs 
to establish, operate, and improve 
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programs of transitional bilingual 
education for limited English proficient 
(LEP) children. 

Applicable Regulations: (a) The 
Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in 
34 CFR Parts 74, 75, 77, 79, 80, 81, and 85; 
and (b) The regulations for this program 
in 34 CFR Parts 500 and 501. 

Priorities: The Secretary gives 
preference to applications that meet one 
or more of the following competitive 
priorities: 

(1) Historically underserved— 

§ 501.32(a)(1) (4 points). The need to 
assist LEP children who have been 
historically underserved by programs for 
limited English proficient persons. 

(2) Relative need—§ 501.32(a)}(2) (4 
points). The relative need of the 
particular LEA(s) for the proposed 
program. 

(3) Geographical distribution— 

§ 501.32{a}{3) (3 points). The need to 
provide assistance in proportion to the 
distribution of LEP children throughout 
the Nation and within each of the 
States. 

(4) Relative number and proportion of 
children from low-income families— 

§ 501.32{a)(4) (4 points). The number and 
proportion of children from low-income 
families to be benefited by the program. 

Under 34 CFR 75.105(c){2){i) and 
501.32(b) the Secretary awards up to 15 
points to an application that meets one 
or more of these competitive priorities in 
a particularly effective way. These 
points are in addition to any points the 
application earns under the selection 
criteria for the program in 34 CFR 501.31. 

For Applications or Information 
Contact: Mr. Luis A. Catarineau, Office 
of Bilingual Education and Minority 
Languages Affairs, U.S. Department of 
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW., 
Room 5086, Mary E. Switzer Building, 
Washington, DC 20202-6510. Telephone: 
(202) 732-1843. 

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 
3291(a}(1). 


84.003E—Special Alternative 
Instructional Program 


Purpose of Program: Provides grants 
to local educational agencies (LEAs) 
and institutions of higher education 
applying jointly with one or more LEAs 
to establish, operate, and improve 
special alternative instructional 
programs for limited English proficient 
(LEP) children. 

Applicable Regulations: (a) The 
Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in 
34 CFR Parts 74, 75, 77, 79, 80, 81, and 85; 
and (b) The regulations for this program 
in 34 CFR Parts 500 and 501. 
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Priorities: The Secretary gives 
preference to applications that meet one 
or more of the following competitive 
priorities: 

(1) Historically underserved— 

§ 501.32(a)(1) (4 points). The need to 
assist LEP children who have been 
historically underserved by programs for 
limited English proficient persons. 

(2) Relative need—§ 501.32(a)(2) (4 
points). The relative need of the 
particular LEA(s) for the proposed 
program. 

(3) Geographical distribution— 

§ 501.32(a}(3) (3 points). The need to 
provide assistance in propoftion to the 
distribution of LEP children throughout 
the Nation and within each of the 
States. 

(4) Relative number and proportion of 
children from low-income families— 

§ 501.32(a}(4) (4 points). The number and 
proportion of children from low-income 
families to be benefited by the program. 

Under 34 CFR 75.105{c}(2)(i) and 
501.32(b) the Secretary awards up to 15 
points to an application that meets one 
or more of these competitive priorities in 
a particularly effective way. These 
points are in addition to any points the 
application earns under the selection 
criteria for the program in 34 CFR 501.31. 

For Applications or Information 
Contact: Mr. Robert Trifiletti, Office of 
Bilingual Education and Minority 
Languages Affairs, U.S. Department of 
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW., 
Room 5086, Mary E. Switzer Building, 
Washington, DC 20202-6510. Telephone: 
(202) 732-1843. 

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 
3291(a)(3). 


84.003G—Academic Excellence Program 


Purpese of Program: Provides grants 
to local educational agencies, 
institutions of higher education, and 
private nonprofit organizations to 
disseminate effective bilingual 
education practices for limited English 
proficient (LEP) students. 

Applicable Regulations: (a) The 
Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in 
34 CFR Parts 74, 75, 77, 79, 80, 81, and 85; 
and (b) The regulations for this program 
in 34 CFR Parts 500 and 524. 


- Priorities: The Secretary gives 


preference to applications that meet one 
or more of the following competitive 
priorities: 

(1) Historically underserved— 
§ 524.32(a)({1)(i) (6 points). The need to 
assist LEP children who have been 
historically underserved by programs for 
limited English proficient persons. 

(2) Geographical distribution— 
§ 524.32(a)(1)(ii) (6 points). The need to 
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provide funding according to the 
distribution of LEP children throughout 
the Nation and within each of the 
States. 

(3) Relative number and proportion of 
children from low-income families— 

§ 524.32(a)(2) (3 points). The relative 
numbers of children from low-income 
families likely to be benefited by the 
project. 

Under 34 CFR 75.105(c)(2){i) and 
524.32(b) the Secretary awards up to 15 
points to an application that meets one 
or more of these competitive priorities in 
a particularly effective way. These 
points are in addition to any points the 
application earns under the selection 
criteria for the program in 34 CFR 524.31. 

For Applications or Information _ 
Contact: Dr. Mary T. Mahony, Office of 
Bilingual Education and Minority 
Languages Affairs, U.S. Department of 
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW., 
Room 5086, Mary E. Switzer Building, 
Washington, DC 20202-6510. Telephone: 
(202) 732-1843. 

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 
3291(a){4). 


84.003S—Training Development and 
Improvement Program 


Purpose of Program: Provides grants 
to institutions of higher education to 
encourage reform, innovation, and 
improvement in higher education 
programs related to programs for limited 
English proficient persons. 

Applicable Regulations: (a) The 
Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in 
34 CFR Parts 74, 75, 77, 79, 81, and 85; 
and (b) The regulations for this program 
in 34 CFR Parts 500 and 573. 

For Applications or Information 
Contact: Ms. Cynthia Ryan, Office of 
Bilingual Education and Minority 
Languages Affairs, U.S. Department of 
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW., 
Room 5086, Mary E. Switzer Building, 
Washington, DC 20202-6510. Telephone: 
(202) 732-1843. 

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 
3321{a)(3). 


84.003V—Short-Term Training Program 


Purpose of Program: Provides grants 
to eligible applicants to improve the 
skills of educational personnel and 
parents participating in programs for 
limited ae proficient persons. 

Applicable Regulations: (a) The 
Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in 
34 CFR Parts 74, 75, 77, 79, 80, 81, and 85; 
and (b) The regulations for this program 
in 34. CFR Parts 500 and 574. 

Priorities: The Secretary gives 
preference to applications that meet the 
following competitive priority: training 


designed to improve the instructional 
competence of teachers in carrying out 
their responsibilities in programs for 
limited English proficient (LEP) 
persons—§§ 574.10(a) and 574.30. 

Under 34 CFR 75.105(c)(2){ii) an 
application that meets this competitive 
priority is selected by the Secretary over 
applications of comparable merit that do 
not meet the priority. 

In addition, the Secretary gives 
preference to applications that meet one 
or both of the following competitive 
priorities: 

(1) Evidence of prior participant's 
success in serving LEP children in 
accordance with needs identified in the 
prior project—§ 574.33(a)(1) (15 points). 

(2) Evidence of demonstrated capacity 
and cost effectiveness as provided in 
§ 574.32 (d) and (f}—§ 574.33(a)(2) (5 
points). 

Under 34 CFR 75.105(c)(2){i) and 
574.33(b) the Secretary awards up to 10 
points to an application that meets one 
or both of these competitive priorities in 
a particularly effective way. These 
points are in addition to any points the 
application earns under the selection 
criteria for the program in 34 CFR 574.32. 

For Applications or Information 
Contact: Ms. Petraine Johnson, Office of 
Bilingual Education and Minority 
Languages Affairs, U.S. Department of 
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW.., 
Room 5086, Mary E. Switzer Building, 
Washington, DC 20202-6510. Telephone: 
(202) 732-1843. 

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 


~ 3321(a)(4)-{5). 


84.003Q—State Educational Agency 
Program 


Purpose of Program: Provides grants 
to State educational agencies to collect, 
analyze, and publish data on limited 
English proficient persons and improve 
the effectiveness of bilingual education 
programs. 

Applicable Regulations: (a) The 
Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in 
34 CFR Parts 74, 75, 77, 79, 80, 81, and 85; 
and (b) The regulations for this program 
in 34 CFR Parts 500 and 548. 

For Applications or Information 
Contact: Mr. Luis A. Catarineau, Office 
of Bilingual Education and Minority 
Languages Affairs, U.S. Department of 
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW., 
Room 5086, Mary E. Switzer Building, 
Washington, DC 20202-6510. Telephone: 
(202) 732-1843. 

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 3302. 


84.003J—Family English Literacy 
Program 


Purpose of Program: Provides grants 


to local educational agencies, 
institutions of higher education, and 
private nonprofit organizations to 
establish, operate, and improve family 
English literacy programs for limited 
English proficient (LEP) persons. 

Applicable Regulations: (a) The 
Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in 
34 CFR Parts 74, 75, 77, 79, 80, 81, and 85; 
and (b) The regulations for this program 
in 34 CFR Parts 500 and 525. 

Priorities: The Secretary gives 
preference to applications that meet one 
or more of the following competitive 
priorities: 

(1) Historically underserved— 

§ 525.32(a)(1) (4 points). The need to 
assist LEP children who have been 
historically underserved by programs for 
limited English proficient persons. 


(2) Geographical distribution— 
§ 525.32(a)(2) (4 points). The need to 
provide assistance in proportion to the 
distribution of LEP children throughout 
the Nation and within each of the 
States. 


(3) Financial need—§ 525.32(a)(3) (4 
points). The need for financial 
assistance to establish, operate, or 
improve programs for limited English 
proficient persons. 

(4) Relative number and proportion of 
children from low-income families— 
§ 525.32(a)(4) (3 points). The relative 
numbers of children from low-income 
families sought to be benefited by the 
program. 


Under 34 CFR 75.105(c)(2)(i) and 
525.32(b) the Secretary awards up to 15 
points to an application that meets one 
or more of these competitive priorities in 
a particularly effective way. These 
points are in addition to any points the 
application earns under the selection 
criteria for the program in 34 CFR 525.31. 


For Applications or Information 
Contact: Dr. Mary T. Mahony, Office of 
Bilingual Education and Minority 
Languages Affairs, U.S. Department of 
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW.., 
Room 5086, Mary E. Switzer Building, 
Washington, DC 20202-6510. Telephone: 
(202) 732-1843. 


Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 
3291(a)(5). 

Dated: June 22, 1989. 
Alicia Coro, 
Acting Director, Office of Bilingual Education 
and Minority Lanaguage Affairs. 
[FR Doc. 89-15461 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-¥ 
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[CFDA No.: 84.999A] 
a Evaluation of the 


inviting 
Applications for New Awards for Fiscal 
Year 1989 


Purpose of Program: To conduct, 
through a nationally recognized 
organization, an independent evaluation 
of the National Assessment of 
Educational Progress Trial State 
Assessment of eighth grade 
mathematics in 1990, and fourth and 
eighth grade mathematics in 1992 and 
fourth grade reading in 1992. 

Additional Information: Section 
406({i)(2}(c)(v) of the General Education 
Provisions Act, as amended by Title III, 
Part C, section 3403 of Pub. L. 100-297 
requires that the Commissioner of 
Education Statistics provide for an 
independent evaluation of the trial state 
assessments conducted by “a nationally 
recognized organization (such as the 
National Academy of Sciences or the 
National Academy of Education).” 
However, other nationally recognized 
organizations are eligible to compete for 
the grant. 

Deadline for Transmittal of 
Applications: July 31, 1989. 

Applications Available: June 30, 1989. 

Available Funds: $146,000 in Fiscal 
Year 1989 (Budget Period August 1989 to 
August 1990). 

Estimated Size of Award: $1,200,000 
for five years. 

Estimated Number of Awards: 1. 


Note: The Department is not bound by any 
estimates in this notice. 


Project Period: Up to 5 years. 

Applicable Regulations: The 
Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in 
34 CFR Part 74 (Administration of 
Grants to Institutions of Higher 
Education, Hospitals, and Nonprofit 
Organizations), Part 75 (Direct Grant 
Programs), Part 77 (Definitions that 
Apply to Department Regulations), Part 
80 (Uniform Administrative 
Requirements for Grants and 
Cooperative Agreements to State and 
Local Governments), Part 81 (General 
Education Provisions Act— 
Enforcement), and Part 85 
(Governmentwide Debarment and 
Suspension (Nonprocurement) and 
Governmentwide Requirements for 
Drug-Free Workplace (Grants)). 

Selection Criteria: Under EDGAR, 34 
CFR 75.210(c), the Secretary is 
authorized to distribute an additional 15 
points among the criteria to bring the 
total to a maximum of 100 points. For 
the purpose of this competition, the 


Secretary will distribute the additional 
points as follows: 

Plan of operation. (§ 75.210({b)(3)) Ten 
(10) additional points will be included 
for a possible total of 25 points for this 
criterion. 

Quality of key personnel. 

(§ 75.210(b)(4)) Five (5) additional points 
will be included for a possible total of 12 
points for this criterion. 

For Applications or Information 
Contact: Steven Gorman or Gary 
Phillips, National Center for Education 
Statistics, Office of Educational 
Research and Improvement, Room 516, 
555 New Jersey Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20208-5653. Phone: 
(202) 357-6937. 

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1221e-1. 


Dated: June 26, 1989. 
Bruno V. Manno, 
Acting Assistant Secretary for Educational 
Research and Improvement. 
[FR Doc. 89-15499 filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


National Assessment Governing 
Board; Meeting 


AGENCY: National Assessment 
Governing Board. 


ACTION: Notice of meeting. 


SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the 
schedule and proposed agenda of a 
forthcoming meeting of the Reading 
Committee of the National Assessment 
Governing Board. Notice of this meeting 
ie required under section 10(a}(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act. This 
document is intended to notify the 
general public of their opportunity to 
attend. - 


DATE: July 12, 1989. 


ADDRESS: Hyatt Regency Hotel; 400 New 
Jersey Avenue NW., Washington, DC 
20001. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Roy Truby, Executive Staff Director, 
National Assessment Governing Board, 
U.S. Department of Education, Suite 
4060, Mary E. Switzer Building, 330 C, 
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20202- 
7583. Telephone: (202) 732-1824. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
National Assessment Governing Board 
is established under Section 406(i) of the 
General Education Provisions Act 
(GEPA) as amended by Section 3403 of 
the National Assessment of Educational 
Progress Improvement Act (NAEP 
Improvement Act), Title 21II-C of the 
Augustus F. Hawkins—Robert T. 
Stafford Elementary and Secondary 
School Improvement Amendments of 
21988 (Pub. L. 100-297); 20 USC 1221E-1). 
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The Board is established to advise the 
Commissioner for Education Statistics 
on policies and actions needed to 
improve the form and use of the 
National Assessment of Education 
Progress, and develop specifications for 
the design, methodology, analysis and 
reporting of test results. The Board also 
is responsible for selecting subject areas 
to be assessed, identifying the 
objectives for each age and grade tested, 
and establishing standards and 
procedures of interstate and national 
comparisons. 

The Reading Committee of the 
National Assessment Governing Board 
will meet in Washington, DC on July 12, 
1989 from 6:00 P.M. until the completion 
of business. The proposed agenda 
includes development of plans for the 
Board's regional public hearings on 
reading objectives for the 1992 National 
Assessment. 

Records are kept of all Board 
proceedings, and until a permanent 
office site for the Board has been 
established, are available for public 
inspection at the U.S. Department of 
Education, Office of Educational 
Research and Improvement, 555 New 
Jersey Avenue NW., Room 600, 
Washington, DC from 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 
p.m. 

Dated: June 27.1989. 

Bruno V. Manno, 

Acting Assisstant Secretary for Educational 
Research and Improvement. 

[FR Doc. 89-15497 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
Energy Information Administration 


Agency Information Collections Under 
Review by the Office of Management 
and Budget 


AGENCY: Energy Information 
Administration, DOE. 


ACTION: Notice of requests submitted for 
review by the Office of Management 
and Budget. 


SUMMARY: The Energy Information 
Administration (EIA) has submitted the 
energy information collection(s) listed at 
the end of this notice to the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) for 
review under the Paperwork Reduction 
Act (Pub. L. 96-511, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et 
seq.) 

The listing does not include 
information collection requirements 
contained in new or revised regulations 
which are to be submitted under section 
3504(h} of the Paperwork Reduction Act, 
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or management and procurement 
assistance requirements collected by the 
Department of Energy (DOE). 

Each entry contains the following 
information: (1) The sponsor of the 
collection (the DOE component or 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
(FERC)); (2) Collection number(s); (3) 
Current OMB docket number (if 
applicable); (4) Collection title; (5) Type 
of request, e.g., new, revision, or 
extension; (6) Frequency of collection; 
(7) Response obligation, i.e., mandatory, 
voluntary, or required to obtain or retain 
benefit; (8) Affected public; (9) An 
estimate of the number of respondents 
per report period; (10) An estimate of the 
number of responses annually; (11) An 
estimate of the average hours per 
response; (12) The estimated total 
annual respondent burden, and (13) A 
brief abstract describing the proposed 
collection and the respondents. 

DATE: Comments must be filed on or 
before July 31, 1989. 

appress: Address comments to the 
Department of Energy Desk Officer, 
Office of Information and Regulatory 
Affairs, Office of Management and 
Budget, 726 Jackson Place NW., 
Washington, DC 20503. (Comments 
should also be addressed to the Office 
of Statistical Standards, at the address 
below.) 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION AND COPIES 
OF RELEVANT MATERIALS CONTACT: Jay 
Casselberry, Office of Statistical 
Standards (EI-73), Energy Information 
Administration, M.S. 1H-023, Forrestal 
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue 
SW, Washington, DC 20585 (202) 586- 
2171. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: If you 
anticipate that you will be submitting 
comments, but find it difficult to do so 
within the period of time allowed by this 
notice, you should advise the OMB DOE 
Desk Officer of your intention to do so 
as soon as possible. The Desk Officer 
may be telephoned at (202) 395-3084. 
(Also, please notify the DOE contact 
listed above.) 

The energy information collection 
submitted to OMB for review was: 

1, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 

2. FERC-16. 

3. 1902-0025. 

4. Report of Gas Supply and 
Requirements. 

5. Extension. 

6. Semi-annually. 

7. Mandatory. 

8. Business or other for-profit. 

9. 58 respondents. 

10. 116 responses. 


11. 80 hours per response. 

12. 9,280 hours (total). 

13. Form 16 date are used by the 
Commission in analyzing the natural gas 
supplies and requirements of interstate 
pipelines. The data also are used to 
evaluate certificate applications for 
construction and for pipeline rate cases. 

Statutory Authority: Sections 5{a), 5(b), 
13({b), and 5 52, Public Law 93-275, Federal 
Energy Administration Act of 1974, 15 U.S.C. 
764(a), 764{(b), 772(b), and 790a. 

Yvonne M. Bishop, 

Director Statistical Standards Energy 
Information Administration. 

[FR Doc. 89-15542 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Agency Information Collections Under 
Review by the Office of Management 
and Budget 


AGENCY: Energy Information 
Administration, DOE. 

ACTION: Notice of requests submitted for 
review by the Office of Management 
and Budget. 


SUMMARY: The Energy Information 
Administration (EIA) has submitted the 
energy information collection(s) listed at 
the end of this notice to the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) for 
review under the Paperwork Reduction 
Act (Pub. L. 96-511, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et 
seq.). 

The listing does not include 
information collection requirements 
contained in new or revised regulations 
which are to be submitted under section 
3504(h) of the Paperwork Reduction Act, 
or management and procurement 
assistance requirements collected by the 
Department of Energy (DOE). 

Each entry contains the following 
information: (1) The sponsor of the 
collection (the DOE component or 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
{FERC)); (2) Collection number(s); (3) 
Current OMB docket number (if 
applicable); (4) Collection title; (5) Type 
of request, e.g., new, revision, or 
extension; (6) Frequency of collection; 
(7) Response obligation, i.e., mandatory, 
voluntary, or required to obtain or retain 
benefit; (8) Affected public; (9) An 
estimate of the number of respondents 
per report period; (10) An estimate of the 
number of responses annually; (11) An 
estimate of the average hours per 
response; (12) The estimated total 
annual respondent burden, and (13) A 
brief abstract describing the proposed 
collection and the respondents. 


DATE: Comments must be filed on or 
before July 31, 1989. 
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apprEss: Address comments to the 
Department of Energy Desk Officer, 
Office of Information and Regulatory 
Affairs, Office of Management and 
Budget, 726 Jackson Place NW., 
Washington, DC 20503. (Comments 
should also be addressed to the Office 
of Statistical Standards, at the address 
below.) 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION AND COPIES 
OF RELEVANT MATERIALS CONTACT: Jay 
Casselberry, Office of Statistical 
Standards (EI-73), Energy Information 
Administration, M.S. 1H-023, Forrestal 
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586- 
2171. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: If you 
anticipate that you will be submitting 
comments, but find it difficult to do so 
within the period of time allowed by this 
notice, you should advise the OMB DOE 
Desk Officer of your intention to do so 
as soon as possible. The Desk Officer 
may be telephoned at (202) 395-3084. 
(Also, please notify the DOE contact 
listed above.) 

The energy information collection 
submitted to OMB for review was: 

1. Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 

2. FERC-531. 

3. 1902-0052. 

4. Gas Producer Certificates: New 
Service/Amendmerts. 

5. Extension. 

6. On Occasion. 

7. Mandatory. 

8. Business or other for-profit. 

9. 210 respondents. 

10. 315 responses. 

11. 3.0 hours per response. 

12. 945 hours (total). 

13. FERC-531 is used by the 
Commission to perform its regulatory 
function in determining whether to 
authorize sales by certain independent 
producers of natural gas under section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act as well as certain 
sections of the Natural Gas Policy Act of 
1978. 


Statutory Authority: Sections 5{A), 5(b), 
13{b), and 52, Public Law 93-275, Federal 
Energy Administration Act of 1974, 15 U.S.C. 
764(a), 764({b), 772(b}, and 790a. 


Yvonne M. Bishop, 

Director, Statistical Standards, Energy 
Information Administration. 

[FR Doc. 89-15543 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 
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Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 


[Docket Nos. ER89-491-000 et al.] 
Canal Electric Co., et al.; Electric Rate, 
Production, and 


Take notice that the following filings 
have been made with the Commission: 


1. Canal Electric Co. 


[Docket No. ER89-491-000} 
June 20, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 9, 1989, 
Canal Electric Company (Canal) filed a 
Power Contract which implements the 
terms of the Capacity Acquisition 
Agreement (Rate Schedule FERC No. 21) 
and the Capacity Acquisition 
Commitment for Seabrook Station 
(Supplement No. 1 to Canal’s Rate 
Schedule FERC No. 21). Such Power 
Contract provides the terms and 
conditions pursuant to which Canal will 
sell and its customers Cambridge 
Electric Light Company and 
Commonwealth Electric Company will 
purchase and pay for Canal’s share of 
the output of Seabrook Unit No. 1 plus 
the transmission costs associated 
therewith. Canal is currently recovering 
charges associated with the 
transmission facilities according to the 
terms of the settlement agreement in 
Docket No. ER88-505-000. 

Pursuant to the proposed Power 
Contract Canal will sell to Cambridge 
and Commonwealth the test power 
produced by Seabrook Unit No. 1 during 
precommercial operation and the 
capacity and energy associated with 
Canal’s ownership in the unit during its 
commercial lifespan. The rate impact 
associated with test power produced by 
Seabrook Unit No. 1 is expected to be 
extremely small. The rate impact 
associated with full commercial 
operation of Seabrook Unit No. 1 is 
projected to be 12.3 percent. 

Canal proposes an effective date of 
the earlier of August 9, 1989 or the date 
on which test power is first generated 
and requests that its filing be suspended 
for no more than one day. 

Comment date: July 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


2. Utah Power & Light Company 


[Docket No. ER89-494-000] 
June 20, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 12, 1989, 
Utah Power & Light Company (Utah) 
tendered for filing a Wholesale for 
Resale Rate Filing and Transmission 
Rate Filing pursuant to the Federal 


Power Act and Opinion Nos. 318 and 
318-A issued in Docket No. EC88-2-000. 

Utah requests that the notice 
requirements of 18 CFR 35.3 be waived 
as provided in 18 CFR 35.11, and that the 
Rate Filings be made effective on June 
12, 1989, as provided in Opinion Nos. 318 
and 318-A. 

Copies of this filing were served on all 
of Utah's wholesale and transmission 
customers, and the state regulatory 
commissions of Utah, Idaho, Wyoming, 
Colorado, and Arizona. 

Comment date: July 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


3. Exxon Company, U.S.A. (a Division of 
Exxon Corporation) 

[Docket No. QF89-268-000} 

June 20, 1989. 

On June 5, 1989, Exxon Company, 
U.S.A. (a division of Exxon Corporation) 
(Applicant), of 3400 E. Second Street, 
Benicia, California, 94510-1097, 
submitted for filing an application for 
certification of a facility as a qualifying 
cogeneration facility pursuant to 
§ 292.207 of the Commission’s 
regulations. No determination has been 
made that the submittal constitutes a 
complete filing. 

The topping-cycle cogeneration 
facility will be located within the Exxon 
Benicia Refinery Complex in Benicia, 
California. The facility will consist of 
two combustion turbine generating units 
and two heat recovery boilers. Steam 
produced by the facility will be used for 
refining and processing crude oil into 
finished petroleum products. The net 
electric power production capacity of 
the facility will be 46 MW. The primary 
energy sources will be natural gas and 
refinery by-product gas. Installation of 
the facility is scheduled to begin in 
February 1990. 

Comment date: Thirty days from 
publication in the Federal Register, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


4. Panda Energy Corproation 


[Docket No. QF89-241-000} 
June 22, 1989. 

On June 12, 1989, Panda Energy 
Corporation (Applicant), 4100 Spring 
Valley, Suite 1001, Dallas, Texas 75244, 
submitted for filing an application for 
certification of a facility as a qualifying 
cogeneration facility pursuant to 
§ 292.207 of the Commission's 
regulations. No determination has been 
made that the submittal constitutes a 
complete filing. 

The topping-cycle cogeneration 
facility will be located in Roanoke 
Rapids North Carolina. The facility will 
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consist of two combustion turbine 
generators, two heat recovery steam 
generators, and a steam turbine 
generator. Thermal energy recovered 
from the facility will be utilized by the 
Bibb Company textile mill for process 
use. The net electric power production 
capacity of the facility will be 156,350 
KW. The primary source of energy will 
be natural gas. Construction of the 
facility is scheduled to begin August 
1989. 

Comment date: Thirty days from 
publication in the Federal Register, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


5. Cleveland Electric Iuminating 
Company 

[Docket No. ER88-123-000] 

June 22, 1989. 


Take notice that on June 7, 1989, 
Cleveland Electric Illuminating 
Company (CEI) tendered for filing its 
compliance refund report in this docket 
showing billing determinants, revenue 
receipt dates, and revenues under the 
prior and settlement rates, and the 
monthly revenue refund. 

Comment date: July 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph at 
the end of this notice. 


6. Northern States Power Company 


[Docket No. ER89-500-000} 
June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 14, 1989, 
Northern States Power Company (NSP) 
tendered for filing Amendment No. 1 to 
the Interconnection and Interchange 
Agreement among Northern States 
Power Company-Minnesota, and 
Northern States Power Company- 
Wisconsin, and Northern Central Power 
Co., Inc. 

Comment date: July 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


7. Northern States Power Company 


[Docket No. ER89-499-000} 
June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 14, 1989, 
Northern States Power Company (NSP) 
tendered for filing Amendment No. 1 to 
the Interconnection and Interchange 
Agreement among Northern States 
Power Company—Minnesota, Northern 
States Power Company—Wisconsin and 
Northwestern Wisconsin Electric 
Company. 

Comment date: July 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 
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8. Florida Power Corporation 
[Docket No. ER89-357-000] 
June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 15, 1989, 
Florida Power Corporation (Florida 
Power) tendered for filing an 
amendment to its May 1, 1989 filing in 
this docket in order to clarify the 
charges under Schedule D, Lang Term 
Firm Interchange for Kissimmee Utility 
Authority, the City of St. Cloud, and the 
Sebring Utility Commission. Florida 
Power also amends its May 1 filing in 
order to supplement the filing with 
letters of commitment establishing the 
term of service for these three 
customers. Florida Power further 
supplements the May 1 filing with a 
letter of commitment with Sebring 
Utility Commission with respect to 
service taken under Schedule H, 
Reserve Interchange Service and 
Schedule I, Regulating Interchange 
Service. 

According to Forida Power, the filing 
has been served on each of the affected 
utilities and the Florida Public Service 
Commission. 

Comment date: July 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


9. Southeastern Power Administration 
[Docket No. EF86-3011-001] 
June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 12, 1989, the 
Administrator of Southeastern Power 
Administration (SEPA) tendered for 
filing a request for reapproval of rate 
schedule MISS-1-E for the period June 
1, 1988, through May 31, 1989. The rate 
schedule has been corrected and results 
in a refund to the South Mississippi 
Electric Power Association in the 
amount of $109,800.00. 

Comment date: July 10, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


10. Louisville Gas and Electric Company 


[Docket No. ER89-482-000} 
June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that Louisville Gas and 
Electric Company (Louisville) tendered 
for filing on June 16, 1989, four substitute 
pages to the Seventh Supplemental 
Agreement dated March 14, 1989, to the 
Interconnection Agreement between 
Louisville and East Kentucky Power 
Cooperative. 

The substitute pages are submitted to 
clarify certain price provisions of the 
Seventh Supplemental Agreement. 

Concurrent with this amendment, and 
in response to the Commission's Staff 
request, Louisville is submitting four 
substitute pages to the Initial 
Interconnection Agreement between 


Louisville and Indiana Municipal Power 
Agency (IMPA), dated February 7, 1989 
(Docket No. ER89-293-000), in order to 
also clarify certain price provisions 
contained in that initial agreement. 

Copies of this amended filing were 
served on East Kentucky, IMPA, and the 
Public Service Commission of Kentucky. 

Comment date: July 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


11. New York State Electric & Gas 
Corporation 

[Docket No. ER89-502~000] 

June 22, 1989. 


Take notice that on June 15, 1989, New 
York State Electric & Gas Corporation 
(NYSEG) tendered for filing a proposed 
change in the commencement date 
whereby NYSEG delivers Preference 
Power to the County of Tompkins, a 
municipal corporation of the State of 
New York, (Tompkins County). The 
contract is revised to permit delivery of 
Preference Power starting on April 28, 
1989 instead of May 1, 1989. All other 
terms of the initial contract remain 
unchanged and in effect. 

NYSEG states that copies of this filing 
have been served by mail upon 
Tompkins County, the New York State 
Public Service Commission, the 
Municipal Electric Utilities Association 
of New York State, and the Power 
Authority of the State of New York, from 
whom Tompkins County is purchasing 
the hydroelectric power and energy to 
be sold by Tompkins County to its 
customers. 

Comment date: July 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


12. Washington Water Power Company 


[Docket No. ER89-385-000] 
June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 16, 1989, the 
Washington Water Power Company 
(Washington) amended its filing in this 
docket a firm capacity and energy sale 
which Washington refers to as a Letter 
Agreement between Washington and 
Sierra Pacific Power Company (SPP). 


_Washington states that energy 


deliveries associated with capacity 
deliveries will be made available to SPP 
from December 27, 1988 through January 
2, 1989 and January 23 through 
December 31, 1989. 

Washington requests that the 
requirements of prior notice be waived 
and the effective date be made 
retroactive to December 27, 1988. 

Comment date: July 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


13. Pacific Gas and Electric Company 


[Docket Nos. ER86-107-005 and ER86-327- 
002] 


June 22, 1989. 


Take notice that on June 16, 1989, 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
(PG&E) tendered for filing a compliance 
report regarding issues raised in Docket 
Nos. ER86-107-001 and ER86-327-001. 
These dockets pertain to Rate Schedule 
FERC No. 84, the Interconnection 
Agreement between PG&E and Northern 
California Power Agency (NCPA). 

By Notices dated February 7, 1989 and 
June 9, 1989, the Commission granted 
PG&E extensions of time until June 16, 
1989, to file compliance reports 
regarding five issues related to: (1) 
Transmission charges on a sale from 
NCPA to the Turlock Irrigation District 
(TID), (2) the effective date for rerating 
two NCPA geothermal plants, (3) 
transmission charges for a purchase by 
NCPA from the California Department 
of Water Resources (DCWR), (4) 
provision of Emergency Power and (5) 
capacity credit for NCPA’s combustion 
turbines. The first four issues have not 
been resolved. Issues (1) and (3) are the 
subject of Docket No. EL89-34—000, a 
complaint and request for declaratory 
relief filed by NCPA against PG&E on 
May 31, 1989. A compliance report 
showing the rebilling of the fifth issue 
was tendered for filing. 

Comment date: July 7,-1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


14. Cincinnati Gas & Electric Company 
[Docket No. ER89-375-000] 
June 22, 1989. 


Take notice that the Cincinnati Gas & 
Electric Company (Cincinnati) tendered 
for filing June 9, 1989 four substitute 
pages to the Eighth Supplemental 
Agreement dated as of May 1, 1989 to 
the Interconnection Agreement dated 
July 15, 1969, between Cincinnati and 
the Louisville Gas and Electric 
Company. 

The substitute pages are submitted to 
clarify the Eighth Supplemental 
Agreement. There is no estimate of 
increased revenues since transactions 
will occur only as load and capacity 
conditions dictate. A May 1, 1989 
effective date has been requested. 

A copy of the filing was served upon 
Louisville Gas and Electric Company, 
the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 
and the Public Service Commission of 
Kentucky. 

Comment date: July 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 
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15. Duke Power Company 
[Docket No. ER89-497-000] 


June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that Duke Power 
Company (Duke or Company) on June 
13, 1989, tendered for filing a revision in 
Service Schedule C Sales of Power and 
Energy to its Interconnection Agreement 
dated October 17, 1983 with Yadkin, 
Inc., which Agreement was originally 
accepted for filing by the Commission 
on February 24, 1984. Service Schedule 
C provides for interruptible rates with 
no demand charge for off-peak sales. 
Rates under Service Schedule C are 
updated annually as of July 1. Based on 
the 12-month period ending April 30, 
1990, Duke estimates that the proposed 
change in rates will decrease annual 
revenues to Duke from Yadkin by 
approximately $95,787. 

Duke requests an effective date of July 
1, 1989. 

Copies of this filing were served on 
the North Carolina Utilities Commission 
and the South Carolina Public Service 
Commission. 

Comment date: July 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


16. Idaho Power Company 


[Docket No. ER89-498-000] 
June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 14, 1989, 
Idaho Power Company (IPC) tendered 
for filing, pursuant to Section 205 of the 
Federal Power Act, Amendment No. 1 to 
the Short-term Agreement for Supply of 
Power and Energy {Amendment No. 1) 
dated May 17, 1989, between Sierra 
Pacific Power Company and Idaho 
Power Company. The term of the 
Agreement is from June 1, 1989, to 
October 31, 1989. 

IPC has requested waiver of the notice 
provisions of Section 35.3 of the 
Commission's regulations in order to 
permit the agreement to become 
effective on June 1, 1989, in accordance 
with its terms. 

Comment date: July 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph 
end of this notice. 


17. Nertheast Utilities Service Company 


[Docket No. ER89-492-000] 
June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 12, 1989, 
Northeast Utilities Service Company 
(NUSCO), as agent for the Connecticut 
Light and Power Company (CL&P) and 
Western Massachusetts Electric 
Company (WMEC), tendered for filing 
notices of termination for a number of 
different transmission rate schedules 
between CL&P, WMEC and other 
utilities. NUSCO states in its filing that 


the rate schedules are to be terminated 
because they are no longer being 
utilized by the parties to the Agreements 
and have terminated in accordance with 
their terms. 

Comment date: July 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph 
end of this notice. 


18. PacifiCorp, doing business as Pacific 
Power & Light Company 

[Docket No. ER89-493-000] 

June 23, 1989. 

Take notice that PacifiCorp, doing 
business as Pacific Power & Light 
Company (Pacific), on June 12, 1989, 
tendered for filing in compliance with 
Opinions Nos. 318 and 318—-A in Docket 
No. EC88-2-000 and EC88-2-003, and in 
accordance with sections 35.12 and 35.13 
of the Commission's Regulations, 
repectively, a Pacific Division initial 
firm transmission service price under 
PacifiCorp’s FERC Electric Tariff, 
Original Volume No. 5, Service . 
Schedules TS-1 and TS-2 (Transmission 
Tariff) and a revised FERC Electric 
Tariff, Original Volume No. 4, Service 
Schedule PPL-4 including revised Binder 
Page and sheet Nos. 1 through 9. 

The initial firm transmission service 
price is the rate which Pacific Proposes 
to charge utilities for Tier 2 wheeling 
under Service Schedules TS-1 and TS-2, 
of Pacific’s FERC Electric Tariff, 
Original Volume No. 5. 

Pacific requests that the notice 
requirements of 18 CFR 35.3 be waived 
as provided in 18 CFR 35.11, and that the 
Filings be made effective on June 12, 
1989, as provided in Opinion Nos. 318 
and 318-A. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
all parties hereto and the Wyoming 
Public Service Commission. 

Comment date: July 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


19. South Carolina Public Service 
Authority 


[Docket No. ES89-27-000] 
June 23, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 15, 1989, 
South Carolina Public Service Authority 
filed an application with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission (the 
“Commission”), pursuant to Section 204 
of the Federal Power Act, seeking 
authority to issue up to $50 million in 
Electric System Expansion Revenue 
Bonds in one or more issues. The 
Authority asks, in the alternative, an 
order dismissing the application for the 
lack of jurisdiction. The bonds are to be 
sold by the Authority to residents of 
South Carolina, customers and 
employees of the Authority, and 
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members and employees of electric 
cooperatives in South Carolina. The 
proceeds will be used to fund ongoing 
capital improvements to the system. 

Comment date: July 14, 1989, in 
accordance with standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


20. Union Electric Company 


[Docket No. ES89-28-000] 
June 23, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 19, 1989, 
Union Electric Company filed an 
application with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, pursuant to 
section 204 of the Federal Power Act, 
seeking an order authorizing the 
issuance of short-term, unsecured 
promissory notes in the aggregate 
amount of up to $600,000,000 at any one 
time, of which up to $450,000,000 at any 
one time may be in the form of 
commercial paper. 

Comment date: July 18, 1989, in 
accordance with standard Paragrpah E 
at the end of this notice. 


21. Union Electric Company 


[Docket No. ER89-505-000] 
June 26, 1989. 

Take notice that Union Electric 
Company, (Union Electric) on June 19, 
1989, tendered for filing a Letter 
Agreement dated as of May 18, 1989, 
between City of Columbia, Missouri, 
and Union Electric Company. 

Union Electric states the purpose of 
the Letter Agreement is to revise the 
rate formula Transmission Service. 

Comment date: July 10, 1989, in 
accordance with standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


22. Southern Company Services, Inc. 


[Docket No. ER89-503-000] 
June 26, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 16, 1989, 
Southern Company Services, Inc. (SCS) 
tendered for filing a contract for Short- 
Term Power between Southern 
Companies and Virginia Electric and 
Power Company. Under the terms of the 
contract Virginia Power will purchase 
and Southern Companies will sell 300 
megawatts of capacity during the two 
week period beginning June 18, 1989 and 
ending July 1, 1989, and possibly 
additional weekly periods (as mutually 
agreed to by the parties) thereafter 
through December 16, 1989, if the 
capacity is needed by Virginia Power 
and Southern Companies make a 
determination that capacity is available 
for sale during such weeks. 

Comment date: July 10, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 
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23. Southern California Edison Company 


[Docket No. ER89-504-000} 
June 26, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 19, 1989, 
Southern California Edison Company 
(Edison) tendered for filing, as an initial 
rate schedule, the following agreement, 
executed on March 8, 1989, by Edison 
and Washington Water Power Company 
(WWP): 


Edison-Washington 


Economy Energy Agreement between 

Southern California Edison Company 
and 

Washington Water Power Company 


The filed Economy Energy Agreement 
establishes the terms and conditions 
under which Economy Energy may be 
sold to WWP. 

The Agreement is effective as of 
February 1, 1989, and terminates on 
thirty (30) days advance written notice 
by either Party. Economy Energy is sold 
at one of three rates agreed upon by the 
Parties prior to delivery: (1) A ceiling 
rate based on incremental productions 
costs (designated as the “Incremental 
Energy Rate”); (2) a “Share-the-Savings” 
rate; or (3) a rate for energy subject to 
recall, 

Edison requests waiver of the notice 
provision under Section 35.3 of the 
Commission's regulations. Edison 
further requests the assignment of an 
effective date of February 1, 1989, to 
coincide with the effective date in the 
Agreement. 

Copies of this filing were served upon 
the Public Utilities Commission of the 
State of California and all interested 
parties. 

Comment date: July 10, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


24. Florida Power & Light Company 


[Docket No. ER89-490-000] 
June 26, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 8, 1989, 
Florida Power & Light Company (FP&L) 
tendered for filing a notice of 
cancellation of Rate Schedule FERC No. 
101. FP&L requests an effective date of 
March 24, 1989. 

Comment date: July 10, 1989, in 
accordance with standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


25. Gulf States Utilities Company 


[Docket No. ER89-495-000] 
June 26, 1989. 

Take notice that Gulf States Utilities 
Company (Gulf States) on June 12, 1989, 
tendered for filing a letter agreement 
between Gulf States and Cajun Electric 
Power Cooperative, Inc., permitting 


either Cajun or Gulf States to purchase 
energy from the other party's portion of 
a jointly-owned generating unit, Big 
Cajun II, Unit 3. The rate for the sales 
will be $3.50 per MWh with the 
purchasing party supplying the fuel 
resources. Gulf States requests an 
effective date for the agreement of April 
21, 1989. 

Copies of the filing were served on 
Cajun Electric Power Cooperative, Inc., 
and the Louisiana Public Service 
Commission. 

Comment date: July 10, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 

26. Citizens Energy Corporation 
[Docket No. ER89-501-000] 
June 26, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 15, 1989, 
Ciizens Energy Corporation (Citizens) 
tendered for filing a notice of 
termination of FERC Rate Schedule No. 
3 and Supplement No. 1 to FERC Rate 
Schedule No. 3, effective March 31, 1989. 

Comment date: July 10, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph 
end of this notice. 


Standard Paragraph 


E. Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said filing should file a motion 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 
and 385.214). All such motions or 
protests should be filed on or before the 
comment date. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a motion to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Lois D. Cashell. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 89-15463 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. GP89-46-000) 


Compression Allowances and Protest 
Procedures Under NGPA Section 110 


June 23, 1989. 
AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 


ACTION: Publication of pipeline filings 
made pursuant to Order No. 473. 
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summary: In Order No. 473, 52 F.R. 
21,660 (June 9, 1987), the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission amended its 
regulations to provide parties an 
opportunity to protest allowances for 
delivery of natural gas which were 
heretofore presumed authorized by 
“area rate” clauses in gas sales 
contracts. Order No. 473 amended 18 
CFR 271.1104(h) to require all interstate 
pipelines to provide a listing of those 
producers that have claimed an 
entitlement to delivery allowances 
pursuant to an “area rate” clause. The 
interstate pipelines were required to 
indicate whether they concurred in the 
producers claim for delivery allowances. 


Attached is a list filed under Docket 
No. RM86-7-000 by KN Energy, Inc. 
(KN), on December 28, 1988, as required 
by 18 CFR 271.1104(h) (1987). The list 
includes the names of producer-sellers 
asserting the contractual authority to 
collect delivery allowances pursuant to 
an area rate clause in a gas purchase 
contract with KN. It is KN’s opinion that 
all of the producers-sellers hereinafter 
identified, with the exception of 
Southland Royalty Company 
(Southland), have the contractual 
authority to collect delivery allowances 
under their respective gas purchase 
contracts with KN as permitted under 18 
CFR 271.1104. In KN’s opinion, 
Southland did not have the contractual 
authority under its gas purchase 
contract with KN to collect delivery 
allowances. 


DATES: As provided in 18 CFR 
271.1104(h)(4){i)(1987), any protest must 
be filed by September 28, 1989. Because 
Order No. 473 provided no mechanism 
for adding producers-sellers to service 
lists, KN is requested to submit the 
names and addresses of the producers- 
sellers in this proceeding so that they 
can be added to the official service list. 
This material must be filed by the date 
protests are due. 


ADDRESSES: An original and 14 copies of 
each protest must be filed with the 
Office of the Secretary, Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street NE., Washington, DC 
20426. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Edward G. Gingold, Office of the 
General Counsel, Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, DC 
20426 (202) 357-9114. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
addition to publishing the full text of this 
document in the Federal Register, the 
Commission also provides all interested 
persons an opportunity to inspect or 
copy the contents of this notice during 
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normal business hours in Room 1000 at 
the Commission’s Headquarters, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washington, 
DC 20426. 

The Commission Issuance Posting 
System (CIPS), an electronic bulletin 
board service, provides access to the 
texts of formal documents issued by the 
Commission. CIPS is available at no 
charge to the user and may be accessed 
using a personal computer with a 
modem by dialing (202) 357-8997. A 
copy of KN’s filings may be obtained 
from CIPS up to 10 days following the 
date of issuance by the Commission. 
The complete text of this notice on 
diskette in WordPerfect format may also 
be purchased from the Commission's 
copy contractor, La Dorn Systems 
Corporation, also located in Room 1000, 
825 Noth Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, DC 20426. 

Lois D. Cashell, 
Secretary. 


KN Energy, Inc.—Submission of List of 
Producers in Compliance with 18 CFR 
271.1104(h) 

In compliance with the Commission's 
regulations at 18 CFR 271.1104(h), KN 
Energy, Inc. (KN) does hereby submit 
the following list of producers-sellers 
asserting the contractual authority to 
collect delivery allowances pursuant to 
an area rate clause in a gas purchase 
contract with KN. It is KN’s opinion that 
all of the producers-sellers hereinafter 
identified, with the exception of 
Southland Royalty Company 
(Southland), have the contractual 
authority to collect delivery allowances 
under their respective gas purchase 
contracts with KN as permitted under 18 
CFR 271.1104. In KN’s opinion, 
Southland did not have the contractual 
authority under its gas purchase 
contract with KN to collect delivery 
allowances. 


Contract, Dated 
June 5, 1974 
KN Ref. No. P- 
675. 

W.E. Sauer Oil and | Gas Purchase 


KN Ref. No. P- 
4222. 


Gas Purchase 
Contract, Dated 
July 19, 1968 


KN Ref. No. P- 
4093. 


July 27, 1977 
KN Ref. No. P- 
815. 


* KN denied Southiand’s claim for reimbursement 
of delivery allowances on a weil which did not 


originally qualify for connection under the subject 
gas purchase contract. 


[FR Doc. 89-15462 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. ST89-3287-000] 


Kentucky West Virginia Gas Co.; Self- 
implementing Transactions 


June 26, 1989. 

Take notice that the following 
transactions have been reported to the 
Commission as being implemented 
pursuant to Part 284 of the Commission's 
Regulations, Sections 311 and 312 of the 
Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 (NGPA) 
and section 5 of the Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act.? 

The “Recipient” column in the 


following table indicates the entity 


receiving or purchasing the natural gas 
in each transaction. 

The “Part 284 Subpart” column in the 
following table indicates the type of 
transaction. A “B” indicates 
transportation by an interstate pipeline 
on behalf of an intrastate pipeline or a 
local distribution company pursuant to 
§ 284.102 of the Commission's 
Regulations and section 311{a)}(1) of the 
NGPA. 

A “C” indicates transportation by an 
intrastate pipeline on behalf of an 


1 Notice of a transaction does not constitute a 
determination that the terms and conditions of the 
proposed service will be approved or that the 
noticed filing is in compliance with the 
Commission's Regulations. 
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interstate pipeline or a local distribution 
company served by an interstate 
pipeline pursuant to § 284.122 of the 
Commission's Regulations and section 
311(a)(2} of the NGPA. In those cases 
where Commission approval of a 
transportation rate is sought pursuant to 
§ 284.123(b)(2), the table lists the 
proposed rate and the expiration date of 
the 150-day period for staff action. Any 
person seeking to participate in the 
proceeding to approve a rate listed in 
the table should file a motion to 
intervene with the Secretary of the 
Commission on or before July 17, 1989. 

A “D” indicates a sale by an 
intrastate pipeline to an interstate 
pipeline or a local distribution company 
served by an interstate pipeline 
pursuant to § 284.142 of the 
Commission's Regulations and section 
311(b) of the NGPA. Any interested 
person may file a complaint concerning 
such sales pursuant to § 824.147(d) of 
the Commission's Regulations. 

An “E” indicates an assignment by an 
intrastate pipeline to any interstate 
pipeline or local distribution company 
pursuant to Section 264.163 of the 
Commission's Regulations and section 
312 of the NGPA. 

A “G” indicates transportation by an 
interstate pipeline on behalf of another 
interstate pipeline pursuant to § 284.222 
and a blanket certificate issued under 
§ 284.221 of the Commission's 
Regulations. 

A “G-S” indicates transportation by 
interstate pipelines on behalf of shippers 
other than interstate pipelines— 
pursuant to § 284.223 and a blanket 
certificate issued under § 284.221 of the 
Commission’s Regulations. 

A “G-LT” or “G-LS” indicates 
transportation, sales or assignments by 
a local distribution company on behalf 
of or to an interstate pipeline or local 
distribution company pursuant to a 
blanket certificate issued under 
§ 284.224 of the Commission’s 
Regulations. 

A “G-HT” or “G-HS” indicates 
transportation, sales or assignments by 
a Hinshaw Pipeline pursuant to a 
blanket certificate issued under 
§ 284.224 of the Commission’s 
Regulations. 

A “K” indicates transportation of 
natural gas on the Outer Continental 
Shelf by an interstate pipeline on behalf 
of another interstate pipeline pursuant 
to § 284.303 of the Commission's 
Regulations. 

A “K-S” indicates transportation of 
natural gas on the Outer Continental 
Shelf by an intrastate pipeline on behalf 
of shippers other than interstate 
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pipelines—pursuant to § 284.303 of the Commission's Regulations. 
Lois D. Cashell, 


Secretary. 


ST89-3297 
ST89-3298 
ST89-3299 
ST89-3300 
ST89-3301 
ST89-3302 
ST89-3303 
ST89-3304 
ST89-3305 
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ST89-3308 
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ST89-3311 
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Delhi Gas Pipeline Corp..... Ks = 
Delhi Gas Pipeline Corp..... weciaindneniimamnciiei incinnati ND sctaicinccitinbnesctcatsccinscianel 
Delhi Gas Pwpeline Corp..... icinbnaagmeescnstl ipeline Co....... saseciatiahtl 
Delhi Gas Pipeline Corp..... iain = ipeli é siconteaactinned 
Delhi Gas Pipeline Corp..... ialbsiclavenascosenil ine Co........... Ricenesecebtl 
Sabine Pipe Line Co....... i i es csistbniabegeteil 
Sabine Pipe Line Co ..............s0« videas isiana Resources Co.............. divtecsscecenaed 
Texas Gas Transmission Copp... COND cicccincss ihe eccasnttinikon Sot scoannapesoniil 
Stingray Pipeline Co............s-000« aseresssceesesereel NGC Intrastate Pipelime CO ............c.c.cecscscssscssscssssssenees 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co .. ecosmnai, MEMUOR GODIN) CAO CI a scieecinccnsseccsiacececselasouseses EA 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co .. iacanal ion Management, inc....... 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America.................. ai og eS ee es eee J 
Cabot Gas Supply Corp. ............:.ccsscosccensenssssessneee ..| Northern Natural Gas Co., @t ab ...............scscesssseseeseves 
Gas Co. of NM (Div. Public Serv. Co. NM)............ El Paso Natural Gas ih ciscscsn ¥ ail 






ANR Pipeline Co... 
ANR Pipeline Co. 
ANR Pipeline Co. 
ANR Pipeline Co. 
ANR Pipeline Co.. 
ANR Pipeline Co. 
ANR Pipeline Co.. 
ANR Pipeline Co.. 
ANR Pipeline Co.. 


35.00 
35.00 
35.00 
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...| Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp... 
...| El Paso Natural Gas Co 
...| El Paso Natural Gas Co. 
..| ANR Pipeline Co., et al 


a End Users Supply System 
...| Catamount Natural Gas, Inc 


"..| MESA Operating Ltd. Partnership. 
..| Yates Petroleum Corp 
..| Excalibur Energy Corp.... 


United Gas 
United Gas 
United Gas 
United Gas 
United Gas 
Sea Robin 
Sea Robin 
Sea Robin 
Natural 
Natural 
Natural 
Natural 


| Granite State Gas Transmission, inc... 
..| Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co... 
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Transpor- 
Docket No. and Transporter/Selter * Recipient Date filed | Subpart orl aaa 
MMBTU) 
ST89-3452 Tennessee Gas Pipeline CO .............c:cssccsesesseeserees Colonial Gas Compatty ............-c.ceccessecnssessnsessserseneeesees 
ST89-3453 Texas Eastern Transmission Corp.. .| Bridgetine Gas Distribution Co 2 
ST89-3454 Texas Eastern Transmission Corp.. Olympic Pipeline Co. ................0 
ST89-3455 Texas Eastern Transmission Corp.. .| Rockland Pipeline Corp... 
ST89-3456 - United Gas Pipe Line Co.............. .| Victoria Gas Coprp............. 
ST89-3457 United Gas Pipe Line Co...... .| Phoenix Gas Pipeline Co 
ST89-3458 United Gas Pipe Line Co...... .| Texaco Gas Marketing, Inc 
ST89-3459 United Gas Pipe Line Co............0.--. .| Seagull Marketing ............. 
ST89-3460 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America..................... American Central Gas Marketing Co. 
ST89-3461 Northern Natural Gas Co..............::sccessccesseeeneeneeeess POGUE GOW CO inna sncacnscstssnsconerconge 
ST89-3462 Trunkline Gas CO..............ecessecsscesessnsseensencsrenseessceneee Columbia Gas of Ohio, inc . 
ST89-3463 - Trunkline Gas Co... PO IID -sises accncetsccescecscapninese 
ST89-3464 Trunkline Gas Co... .| BP Gas Transmission Co.... 
ST89-3465 ANR Pipeline Co.... .| Peoples Natural Gas Co 
ST89-3466 ANR Pipelime C0.............cccccccessssenececeseeecaessensecesseesenes Coastal States Gas Transmission Co... 
ST89-3467 ANR Pipelim@ C0.............ccescccecssssecsesssesseensesesereesee renee cassis Sica esicceee 
ST89-3468 ANR Pipeline Co. ...........ccccccsscecsesssessseseseseesssnrnenensees Wisconsin public service corp.... 
ST89-3469 Northwest Pipeline Corp... ccf SNE AN cessivtscsiccsescnnselssans 
ST89-3470 Northwest Pipeline Corp... ccsccesesesseeececseneseed Portland General Electric Co 
ST89-3471 Columbia Gulf Transmission Co ...........-.ccsssserses Aiabama-Tennessee Naturai Gas Co... 
ST89-3472 Columbia Gulf Transmission Co.............sccssseereeees Terre Haute Gas Corp..............-0-0- 
ST89-3473 Columbia Gulf Transmission Co...........ccsssssssesrsseees Winois Power Co.............. 
ST89-3474 Columbia Gulf Transmission Co ..............ccsseceeseenees CNG Transmission Corp a 
ST89-3475 Columbia Gulf Transmission Co.............cccsccseeseees Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc 
ST89-3476 Transwestern Pipeline Co .............-scsscceresssseseeneesees Phanhandie Eastern Pipe Line Co. 
ST89-3477 Moraine Pipeline Co...........cssccscsscssssseseesssseceessessersnee in Natural Gas Co.............. 
ST89-3478 Natural Gas Pipeline Co of AMETPICA...........ccccssenees 
ST89-3479 Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp..............0. ‘ WO OD isiesscssintonn 
ST89-3480 . Northern Border Pipeline Co..............ceccccsesreseeecees 
ST89-3481 Sea Robin Pipeline CO... ceceeseccssseseeneesseseeeesseeeee 
ST89-3482 Sea Robin Pipeline Co...... 
ST89-3483 El Paso Natural Gas Co... eceseecessecssssrecesenececcers] APA CMO CONP.....ccececcssecscesesesesersscereeeseees 
ST89-3484 Carnegie Natural Gas Co..... 
ST89-3485 Carnegie Natural Gas Co..... 
ST89-3486 Colorado Interstate Gas CO............ccccsesesesesseseeneeof Questar Energy Co.......... 
ST89-3487 United Gas Pipe Line CO... eecseesessereeeeeeeeeeep Laser Marketing Co............. | 
ST89-3488 United Gas Pipe Lime Co... cesses LL & E Gas Marketing, Inc..... 
ST89-3489 United Gas Pipe Line Co...... | Olympic Pipeline Co 02... | 
ST89-3490 * United Gas Pipe Lime CO............c.cssesecesnsssesesseseenees i ‘ a teed 
ST89-3491 United Gas Pipe Line Co... ececsecsesssssessessecsereees| M@FQtHON Ol CO... ccccecsecssereesees ss is 
ST89-3492 United Gas Pipe Lime Co............c.cessessessseressseneeesers i il and Chemical Co....... ‘el 
ST89-3493 United Gas Pipe Line CO... scesececsseseessesesesee| MGC Intrastate Pipeline Co........ 
ST89-3494 United Gas Pipe Line Co...... asi 
ST89-3495 United Gas Pipe LiIM@ CO... .cscescesseenscesessneneseceees 
ST89-3496 United Gas Pipe LIne CO... .cccessescnecesserescreeeeer? LASCF Marketing CO ........cercseesee 
ST89-3497 Gas Gathering Corp ......cccecceccsccssccseecsecsseneeseeseeseee] SOMAL Marketing CO.........c.cccseseeesees 
ST89-3498 Columbia Gulf Transmission CO.............ccssseesens 
ST&9-3499 Columbia Gulf Transmission Co...............-0.4 Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co........... 
ST89-3500 Columbia Gulf Transmission Co...............0...+.-.., Enron Gas Marketing, Inc....... 
ST89-3502 Northwest Pipeline Corp............ .....| ARCO Of & Gas Co............ 
ST89-3503 United Gas Pipe LiIM@ CO... .cecsecsecesssesnesseseesesees| EXKOM COMP...cccsccseseeesseesese 
ST89-3504 United Gas Pipe Line Co.. ...| Midcon Marketing Corp....... 
STEO-350S Trumbdine Gas CO........e-ccsscscscssrscessecevssssessovssecanssoessed ae 
STEGB-B506  Trummklirne Gee Conan cna cnennsassscnsecssscssescscsssieonses ! isiana Gas System, Inc..... 
ST89-3507 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America...................04 i ipeline Co ....... 
ST89-3508 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of AmePica...........s--0000 inois Power Co............... 
ST89-3509 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America......................| United Cities Gas Co........... 
ST89-3510 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America......................, Wisconsin Natural Gas Co.............. 
ST89-3511 Cavallo Pipeline Co ..............ccsscsesssesneessssnsnsessesnesseeees Texas Eastern Transmission Corp. 
ST89-3512 Equitrans, Inc ............. we} TEXAS Ohio Gas, INC.............. cece 
Sen 10, eI UR cacatosecspevnsnoptacsentnesaslnyscsabbictensvepnieceeaioes O & R Energy Development, inc....... 
ST89-3514 ONG Transmission Co..........ccscecssesesssseenseresseneseess Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America i 10-12-89 24.32 
STE9-3515 ONG Transmission Co.........ccscssssssesseresceseeeseesnees Kansas Power and Light Co........... | OF 10-12-89 24.32 
ST89-3516 El Paso Natural Gas CO............cccccecsecssesneencsnesneenees | Cabot Energy Marketing Corp... a 
ST89-3517 Ei Paso Natural Gas Co qu... ccceccccscsesenensneseneeses Union Oil Co. of CA............0-0. 
ST89-3518 El Paso Natural Gas Co ..............cccsscecesenesesssereesnsees E0101 COnp ........cccseeeeeee 
Sere Ui ~ Fe I Gs itenic ne icnccanastiiccdbcsnzerbnevessinsescentctores Texpar Energy, I...........-reece0-e+0 
STB9-3520 ANR Pipelime CO.........cesceccssscrcsesseesesnsenensensvesssessossees | American Central Gas Marketing Co. 
STEO-3521 ANF Pipeline Co... n.cncncsccscesccssessceesicsssncevccsonencees BP Gas Transmission Co................ 
STEG-3522 ANR Pipeline Co......-.....ccsecestecccocssncesenssesscensecsasesses Stellar Pipeline Co.................... 
STGO-S523 ANF PIetiO CO .naicn scan ncsccnesscsessscssesascocoscenescnceveed lowa-lilinois Gas & Electric Co... “a 
STBS-3524 ANR Pipelime CO. n...-...ccs--ecccnsesnvesccsesercccesereres REE arse ceaisicensiniccinctesecionesae a 
SES FOE FI Css recesess ese esesscnisosseninbiccccconapeescostes Centran Corp. .........c.ccsereseeee ee | 
STBO-3526 ANA Pinel COQ .n..scecsscescccosescvsinsnssnscvsececnrecssocsssed Cornerstone Production Corp. bd 
ST89-3527 ANR Pipeline CO... ccsscscsecsssesseeencsessedecensansnees Quivira Gas CO.............sceseee 
ST89-3528 Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co .... Interstate Gas Marketing, Inc. 
ST89-3529 Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co .............c..sescsseeeneeeeees Chevron U.S.A., Ine .........:... 
ST89-3530 Southern Natural Gas CO.............ccccsssssersesseneneeses Louisiana State Gas Corp... ad | 
ST89-3531 Southern Natural Gas Co............c.eccscssssensreeseeenenes I I aa casas cc Sect etn Misceglnattincacesoncnstenesicl 
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Docket No. and Transporter/Selier ' rate (¢/ 


MMBTU) 


| 


LL 
peeeee 
ciggdaaae 


i 


FT 
BGsaaaaae 
9998999999 


i 


Pape 


Bee bbb dob tad 


..| 05-17-89 

..| 05-17-89 

..| 05-17-89 

..| 05-17-89 

..| 05-17-89 

ipeli ..| 05-17-89 

Williston Basin interstate P/L Co.... ivi ..| 05-17-89 
Williston Basin interstate P/L Co lit vs ..| 05-17-89 
Rocky Mountain Natural Gas Co., Inc . me Pipeline ..| 05-18-89 
Rocky Mountain Natural Gas Co., inc. al i ilities ... ..| 05-18-89 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp....... iol ..| 05-18-89 
Northwest Pipeline Corp aginal i i ..| 05-18-89 
i me ..| 05-18-89 

..| 05-19-89 

..| 05-19-89 

..| 05-19-89 

..| 05-19-89 

..| 05-19-89 

..| 05-19-89 

..| 05-19-89 

..| 05-19-89 

..| 05-19-89 

..| 05-19-89 

..| 05-19-89 

..| 05-19-89 

... Simpson Tacoma Kraft Co .... ..| 05-19-89 
Excel Intrastate Pipeline Co .. ..| 05-19-89 

.4 Dayton Power and Light Co .. ..| 05-19-89 
2 ..| 05-19-89 
...| Enron industrial Natural Gas Co... ..| 05-19-89 
..| B&A Pipeline Co. ..| 05-19-89 
ingfi ..| 05-19-89 

“a ..| 05-19-89 
...| Trunkline Gas Co ..| 05-22-89 
..| Phillips Natural Gas Co ..| 05-22-89 
....| Central Hudson Gas and Electric Co.... ..| 05-22-89 
...| East Tennessee Natural Gas Co ..| 05-22-89 
..| Columbia Gas of Ohio, Inc., et al . ..| 05-22-89 
.-| 05-22-89 

..| 05-22-89 

..| 05-22-89 

..| 05-22-89 G-S... 

.| 05-22-89 | TR cnn 


PDHHDBADBE 
Ti eat we 


i 
Pee 


: 
8 


Pipeline 
Gas Pipeline 
Gas Pipeline 
Gas Pipeline 
Gas Pipeline 
Gas Pipeline 
Gas Pipeline 
Gas Pipeline 
Gas Pipeline 
Gas Pipeline 
Gas Pipeline 


PEREEOSESE 
geg9eggeges 


MQONODOVBVDOBVOHDODBOOVDHHDM9BDODO 


en 
DDD: 


..| 05-22-89 | G-S... 
..| 05-22-89 ..-| 10-19-89 
| 05-22--89 ee | 
..| 05-22-89 | B... eis i 
..| 05-18-89 Sas | 10-15-89 
..| 05-18-89 | C... | 10-15-89 
..| 05-18-89 | C... | 10-15-89 
sof ..| 05-22-89 
Co ...| Pennsylvania Gas and Water Co.. ...| 05-22-89 | B... 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. ...| Transco Energy Marketing Co ...| 05-22-89 -S.. 
ST89-3610 Tarpon Gas Marketing Ltd 
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Transpor- 
Docket No, and Transporter/Seller # Recipient Date filed | Subpart | Expyation | tation 
MMBTU) 
ST89-3611 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America................-00+ a iis siciptecasessicnssertnececiion 05-23-89 
ST89-3612 Colorado Interstate Gas CO ........csesssccssscessseecneseneene Union Pacific Resources Co. «| 05-23-89 
ST89-3613 Michigan Gas Storage Co.........svssssscsssssssnsesnssseeese Consumers Power Co...... 05-24-89 
Se FI I nes scasten tes caiccegevescessastasecstecscssconcovsnnssden Williams Natural Gas Co... 05-24-89 10-21-89 32.50 
ST89-3615 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of AMETICA............--0s0s0e+ Yuma Gas Corp ..........+« | 05-24-89 
ST89-3616 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America.............s.s0+s North Shore Gas Co..........ccssevssesses | 05-24-89 
ST89-3617 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of AME@TiCA...........0.-s0e00es Peoples Gas Light and Coke Co......... | 05-24-89 
ST89-3618 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America............r-csessees Nothern Indiana Public Service Co.. «| 05-24-89 
ST89-3619 United Gas Pipe LIM@ CO............cssssessssssseseessesenseene OI IG os casinsinsiranoneentterdnietbinnite | 05-24-89 
ST89-3620 Ong Transmission CO ..........ccssvsrerserssnesessesesseresserees Anr Pipeline Co..........0.0+ | 05-25-89 10-22-89 24.32 
ST89-3621 El Paso Natural Gas Co ..........-sccsssssessseesneeseessesenesees Cabot Gas Supply Corp............ | 05-25-89 
ST89-3622 El Paso Natural Gas CO.........sscssscssesssssnssseesseesnesses Meridian Oil Hydrocarbons, Inc.... | 05-25-89 
ST89-3623 El Paso Natural Gas Co .......scssssssscssessssesssessenssssnees CAbot Gas Supply Corp... «| 05-25-89 
ST89-3624 Webb/Duval Gatherer. ..............csrsecsssssssssrssssenees Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co...... +e) 05-25-89 
ST89-3625 Columbia Gulf Transmission CO..........-.ccersesssesees Bridgeline Gas Distribution Co . «-- 05-25-89 
ST89-3626 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America...............-0-0« SEN TOI ss cccncceensktctsbecbsagpotacen | 05-25-89 
ST89-3627 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America..... ....| Wisconsin Southern Gas Co | 05-25-89 
ST89-3628 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America..............-sv0 :| Reliance Pipeline Co............. .| 05-25-89 
ST89-3629 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America................-sve4 South West Gas Co.........:sessssscssseesees | 05-25-89 
ST89-3630 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America.............-.0vs0»- Northern Indiana Public Service Co «| 05-25-89 
ST89-3631 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America............-..0s094 Himois POWer CO ...........cecssssecseenseneeee -e| 05-25-89 
ST89-3632 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America................0+-. lowa-lilinois Gas & Elections Co. .-..| 05-25-89 
ST89-3633 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of AMeTiCA...........-.0vscv-00- Southern Califomia Gas Co...... ...| 05-25-89 
ST89-3634 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America................s004 lowa Electric Light & Power Co... | 05-25-89 
ST89-3635 CNG Transmission Corp..........csscvsscssssesessssessssesees Riley Naturai Gas Co................. | 05-25-89 
ST89-3636 CNG Transmission Corp..........-.cssscssssseeessnessesnesneees O & R Energy Co...... ~--| 05-25-89 
ST89-3637 CNG Transmission COmp...........--srsssesseseenssseserersseneses O &R Energy Co...........--.00+ | 05-25-89 
ST89-3638 CNG Transmission Corp..........sv-scsvecvsssesesenessesseeneses Interstate Gas Marketing, Inc... | 05-25-89 
ST89-3639 CNG Transmission COrp.........r.vcrvssversssneserseeeseensenees Goetz Energy Corp........0sssse | 05-25-89 
ST89-3640 CNG Transmission COrp...........scssrssesssesessessssssessees Rochester Gas & Electric Corp.... + 05-25-89 
ST89-3641 CNG Transmission Corp........escccseresssssersesnsessssesseess Woodward Marketing, Inc . | 05-25-89 
ST89-3642 CNG Transmission Corp............s.-cssecsssssssvsrnesessnesnees TXG Marketing ..........00cecvseeeseseere | 05-25-89 
ST89-3643 CNG Trarismission Comp. .............ccsscecssseeesssesesssensers Public Service Co. of N. Carolina ........ ...| 05-25-89 
ST89-3644 United Texas Transmission Co...........-sssssssssessesness Natural Gas P/L Co. of America, et al... | 05-26-89 
ST89-3645 Tennessee Gas Pipeline CO .............ssvesssesssesesssereseees Pier INO pitas panesaucscescncesScoeneanenen ..-| 05-26-89 
ST89-3646 Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co ..............ccscecescesseeeenerneee BP Gas Inc............. | 05-26-89 
ST89-3647 Tennessee Gas Pipelime Co .............-.cssssressessseseeseees Ladd Gas Marketing . 05-26-89 
ST89-3648 Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. accel, CO UA WRG a osciceniece ....| 05-26-89 
ST89-3649 Panhandle Eastern Pipe Lime Co...............rscsssssssvses Citizens Gas Supply Corp .»-| 05-26-89 
ST89-3650 Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. ...| Mobil Natural Gas, INC .............cve000 | 05-26-89 
ST89-3651 Moraine Pipeline CO............sssesssesssesssssnesssenssssesssees Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America .. «| 05-26-89 
ST89-3652 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. Of AM@PICA..............cesses00- TE ea: | 05-26-89 
ST89-3653 Natural Gas Pipeline Co of AMePica.............-ssscseser Peoples Gas Light and Coke Co..... ....| 05-26-89 
ST89-3654 Natural Gas Pipeline Co of America..............-.....00. Northern indiana Public Service Co | 05-26-89 
ST89-3655 Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America................-s00- Northern illinois Gas Co.............0000+ ....| 05-26-89 
ST89-3656 United Gas Pipeline Co ...........scsssssessserssessssssensesseees City of Vicksburg, et al..... ...| 05-26-89 
ST89-3657 Questar Pipeline CO ...........cscsecssssescssssesssssecssesessssneenees Northern Natural Gas Co. | 05-26-89 
ST89-3658 Questar Pipeline Co... .| Mountain Fuel Supply Co.. | 05-26-89 
ST89-3659 Louisiana Resources Co.... .| Louisiana Gas Marketing Co... 05-26-89 10-23-89 26.43 
See TIIUOIIIN, SID since csinagernttsiiacatitosvaicasvesainjanttcesniecénscnteieed Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. 05-26-89 10-23-89 32.50 
ST89-3661 Acadian Gas Pipeline System..................csssecsessseseee Sabine Pipeline Co .............-.00. | 05-30-89 
ST89-3662 Acadian Gas Pipeline System..............sccsssscessessseees Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co. ..| 05-30-89 
ST89-3663 Northern Natural Gas Co .......ciscsecsssssssesssssesseseessessed Lone Star Gas Co............. | 05-30-89 


ST89-3664 Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp..............-..-0+00+ South Jersey Gas Co... ...| 05-30-89 
ST89-3665 Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp.................00+ Enron Gas Marketing, Inc.... ...| 05-30-89 
ST89-3666 Tenngasco Gas Supply Co .............sccsssssssesssssesseessens Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co..... ..-| 05-30-89 





ST89-3667 Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co .0.0..........ccessecsssseeeeeseeeees Natural Gas Clearinghouse, Inc.. | 05-30-89 
ST89-3668 Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co. .| Ball-icon Glass Packaging Corp . ...| 05-30-89 
ST89-3669 BP Gas Transmission Co...... .| ANR Pipeline Co., @t all ............-:ssessnesserseee ..| 05-30-89 10-27-89 13.70 


ST89-3670 BP Gas Transmission Co ..............csssssessssseesssesecessesees Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., et al.... ....| 05-30-89 10-27-89 18.66 
ST89-3671 Valero Interstate Transmission CO...............sssese- Valero Transmission, L.P ..............-.-0sess0 ....| 05-30-89 
ST89-3672 Texas Gas Transmission Corp ...........cccssessssesceseerees East Ohio Gas Co., et al.. .--| 05-30-89 
ST89-3673 El Paso Natural Gas Co..........cccsssssssessssssssserseenessesee Adobe Gas Co............... | 05-30-89 
ST89-3674 El Paso Natural Gas Co... ..--| Grace Petroleum Corp . ...| 05-30-89 
ST89-3675 Transwestern Pipeline CO ............csccececssssssssssenesesesees INI I a cctcsemsccessitinccconenmiceecs ..-.| 05-30-89 


ST89-3676 Transwestern Pipeline Co ............ssssssscessesessesseresseses Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Co .. ...| 05-30-89 
ST89-3677 Transwestern Pipeline Co.... J iri ial 
ST89-3678 Transwestern Pipeline Co 


ST89-3679 Stingray Pipeline Co.. Texas-Ohio Gas, Inc......... 05-30-89 
ST89-3680 Stingray Pipeline Co... Public Service Electric & Gas 05-30-89 
ST89-3681 Stingray Pipeline Co.. .| Fuel Services Group..............-:-0++ .--| 05-30-89 
ST89-3682 Stingray Pipelime Co............cecc-cessssereoesessernsersesesseesesses Sun Operating Ltd Partnership ..-.| 05-30-89 
ST89-3683 Stingray Pipeline Co............0-00»+. .| Elf Aquitaine Operating, Inc..... ...| 05-30-89 
ST89-3684 Algonquin Gas Transmission Co. Providence Gas Co........... 05-30-89 


ST89-3685 Algonquin Gas Transmission Co.. Commonwealth Gas Co 05-30-89 
ST89-3686 Algonquin Gas Transmission Co.. Colonial Gas CO......r.-seseesssee 05-30-89 


ST89-3687 Algonquin Gas Transmission Co. 
ST89-3688 Algonquin Gas Transmission Co.. é if = 
ST89-3689 Algonquin Gas Transmission CO..........ssssssecsesesssses PROVIGNGR GO8 C0. 1..n.scsccccsc-cssicssssccscssoscssceccsesscscseccoces | 05-30-89 | B 
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Docket No. and Transporter/Selier ' 


ST89-3690 Algonquin Gas Transmission Co...... 
ST89-3691 Trunkline Gas Co................ 
ST89-3692 t 

ST89-3633 

ST89-3694 

ST89-3695 

ST89-3696 


ST89-3701 
ST89-3702 
ST89-3703 
ST89-3704 
ST89-3705 
ST89-3706 
ST89-3707 
ST89-3708 
ST89-3709 
ST89-3710 
ST89-3711 
ST89-3712 
ST89-3713 
ST89-3714 
ST89-3715 
ST89-3716 
ST89-3717 
ST89-3718 
ST89-3719 
ST89-3720 
ST89-3721 
ST89-3722 


ST89-3741 


' Notice of transactions does not 
Notice Requesting Supplemental 
2 The intrastate Pipeline has 


{FR Doc. 89-15465 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket Nos. CP89-1615-000, et al.] 


Texas Gas Transmission Corp. et al. 
Natural gas certificate filings 


Take notice that the following filings 
have been made with the Commission: 


1. Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 
[Docket No. CP89-1615-000] 
June 19, 1989. 


Take notice that on June 13, 1989, 
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 


constitute a determination that 
Comments, 50 FR 42,372, sorieresy 
Commission 


does not take action by the date 


(Texas Gas), 3800 Frederica Street, 
Owensboro, Kentucky 42301, filed in 
Docket No. CP89-1615-000 an 
application pursuant to Section 157.205 
of the Commission's Regulations under 
the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) for 
authorization to transport natural gas on 
behalf of Conoco Inc. (Conoco), under 
Texas Gas’ blanket certificate issued in 
Docket No. CP88-686-000 pursuant to 
Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, all as 
more fully set forth in the request which 
is on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

Texas Gas proposes to transport, on 
an interruptible basis, up to 8,000 
MMBtu per day for Conoco. Texas Gas 


— 


a ote! 
MMBTU) 


comply with Commission Regulations in accordance with Order No. 436 (Final Rule and 


sougnt approval ofits Transportation Rate pursuant to Section 284.123(8)(2) of the Commission's Regulations (18 CFR 
Se ee the Commission does indicated. 


states that construction of facilities 
would not be required to provide the 
proposed service. 

Texas Gas further states that the 
maximum day, average day, and annual 
transportation volumes would be 
approximately 8,000 MMBtu, 3,000 
MMBtu and 1,100,000 MMBtu 
respectively. 

Texas Gas advises that service under 
Section 284.223(a) commenced May 1, 
1989, as reported in Docket No. ST89- 
3547. 

Comment date: August 3, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 
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Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 
[Docket No. CP89-1612-000] 
June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 13, 1989, 
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 
(Texas Gas) P.O. Box 1160, Owensboro, 
Kentucky 42302, filed in Docket No. 
CP89-1612-000 an application pursuant 
to Section 7(b) of the Natural Gas Act 
for permission and approval to abandon 
639 feet of 8-inch pipeline located at the 
tailgate of the Claiborne Gasoline Plant 
in Claiborne Parish, Louisiana, all as 
more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Texas Gas states that the pipeline 
segment proposed for abandonment is 
part of a gas supply receipt point which 
is no longer needed, because there is no 
gas supply behind the Claiborne Plant 
which would require this particular 
segment of pipeline. It is stated that the 
segment of pipeline proposed for 
abandonment was installed in 1947, is 
now obsolete, and its abandonment is 
part of Texas Gas’ plan to modernize 
and reorganize its gas supply facilities. 
It is asserted that the abandonment 
would be partially in place and partially 
by removal. It is explained that the 
abandonment would have no negative 
impact on customers of Texas Gas. It is 
estimated that the removal cost would 
be $750. 

Comment date: July 13, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph F 
at the end of this notice. 


3. Colorado Interstate Gas Company 


[Docket No. CP89-1567-000] 
June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 5, 1989, 
Colorado Interstate Gas Company 
(CIG), Post Office Box 1087, Colorado 
Springs, Colorado 80944, filed in Docket 
No. CP89-1567-000 an application 
pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act, and the Commission's 
Regulations for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity for authority 
to increase the General Daily 
entitlement and Total Annual 
Entitlement for a CIG jurisdictional 
sales customer, K N Energy, Inc. (K N), 
all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

CIG proposes to increase K N's 
General Daily Entitlement from 4,000 
Mcf per day to 11,000 Mcf per day and 
the Annual Entitlement from 1,022 MMcf 
to 3,000 MMcf. In addition, CIG 
proposes to make changes to its 
Maximum Daily Volume obligation to 
include transportation and sales 
volumes at certain delivery points, use 


an existing transportation delivery point 
as a sales point, construct and operate 
three new meter stations for delivery to 
KN, and extend the term of the existing 
sales service to September 30, 1996. 

It is stated that the authority 
requested would be effective on or 
before October 1, 1989. 

Comment date: July 13, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph F 
at the end of this notice. 


Northwest Pipeline Corporation 


[Docket No. CP89-1649-000] 
June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 16, 1989, 
Northwest Pipeline Corporation 
(Northwest) 295 Chipeta Way, Salt Lake 
City, Utah 84108, filed in Docket No. 
CP89-1649-000 an application pursuant 
to Section 7(b) of the Natural Gas Act 
for permission and approval to abandon 
the sale to and tranportation of natural 
gas for Questar Pipeline Company 
(Questar) under Northwest's Rate 
Schedules X-27, X-30 and X-44 of 
Northwest's FERC Gas Tariff, Volume 
No. 2, all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

It is stated that under Northwest's 
Rate Schedule X-27 certificated in 
docket No. CP75-369, Northwest is 
authorized to deliver up to 800 Mcf per 
day to Questar for transportation from 
the Martin Draw Area located in 
Daggett County, Utah and to sell and 
transport to Questar up to 25 percent of 
the gas so tendered. Under Rate 
Schedule X-30 Northwest, certificated in 
Docket No. CP76-350, is authorized to 
deliver up to 1,500 Mcf per day to 
Questar for transportation from the Salt 
Wells South Unit Area located in 
Sweetwater County, Wyoming and to 
sell and transport to Questar up to 25 
percent of the gas tendered. Under Rate 
Schedule X-44, certificated in Docket 
No. CP78-152, Northwest is authorized 
to deliver up to 10,000 Mcf per day to 
Questar for transportation from the 
Stateline Area located in Carbon 
County, Wyoming and Moffat County, 
Colorado and to sell and transport to 
Questar upt to 25 percent of the gas 
tendered. 

Northwest states that by contract 
amendments dated January 27, 1987 
(Docket No. CP75-369, Rate Schedule X- 
27), April 4, 1988 (Docket No. CP76-350, 
Rate Schedule X-30) and April 4, 1988 
(Docket No. CP78-152, Rate Schedule X- 
44), Northwest and Questar deleted the 
contractual provision allowing Questar 
the option to elect to purchase up to 25 
percent of the volumes tendered by 
Northwest to Questar under the Gas 


Purchase, Transportation, and Gas 
Exchange Agreements. Consistent with 
these contract amendments, Northwest 
requests permission and approval to 
abandon its presently authorized gas 
sales to Questar under Rate Schedule 
Nos. X-27, X-30 and X-44 and the 
associated transportation of the sales 
gas to Questar. 

Comment date: July 13, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph F 
at the end of this notice. 


5. Trunkline Gas Company 


[Docket No. CP89-1477-000] 
June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that on May 22, 1989, 
Trunkline Gas Company (Trunkline), 
P.O. Box 1642, Houston, Texas 77251- 
1642, filed in Docket No. CP89-1477-000, 
a request pursuant to § 157.205 of the 
Commission's Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) for 
authorization to (1) transport natural gas 
for BP Gas Marketing Company (BP), a 
shipper and marketer of natural gas, and 
(2) operate certian facilities in order to 
effect the transportation, under 
Trunkline’s blanket certificate issued in 
Docket No. CP86-586-000 pursuant to 
Section 7 of the Natural Gas Acct, all as 
more fully set forth in the request on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Trunkline states that pursuant to a 
Transportation Agreement dated March 
23, 1989, between Trunkline and BP 
(Agreement), it would transport up to 
30,000 dekatherms (Dt.) per day 
equivalent of natural gas, on an 
interruptible basis, for BP. Trunkline 
indicates that the Agreement provides 
for Trunkline to receive the natural gas 
from Ewin Bank Block 826, offshore 
Louisiana. Trunkline would then 
transport and redeliver the natural gas, 
less fuel and unaccounted-for line loss, 
to Southern Natural Gas Company in St. 
May Parish, Louisiana. 

Trunkline states that the estimated 
daily and estimated annual quantities 
that would be transported would be 
8,000 Dt. and 2,920,000 Dt., respectively. 

Trunkline also requests authorization 
to operate as a facility subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Commission under 
Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act a 16— 
inch lateral from the Standard Oil 
Production Company production 
platform in Ewing Bank Block 826 to a 
subsea tie-in point in Trunkline’s 
pipeline in South Timbalier 176, which 
was originally constructed to effect 
deliveries of natural gas under Section 
311 of the Natural Gas Policy Act. 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph F 
at the end of this notice. 
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6. Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company 


[Docket No. CP89-1650-000] 
June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 16, 1989, 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company 
(Tennessee), P.O. Box 2511, Houston, 
Texas 77252, filed in docket no. CP89- 
1650-000 a request pursuant to § 264.223 
of the Commission's Regulations under 
the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) for 
authorization to provide a 
transportation service for PSI, Inc. (PSI), 
a marketing company, under 
Tennessee's blanket certificate issued in 
docket No. CP87-115-000 on June 18, 
1987, pursuant to Section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Acct, all as more fully set 
forth in the request which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Tennessee states that pursuant to a 
transportaton agreement and 
amendment, both dated April 13, 1989, it 
proposes to transport natural gas for PSI 
from designated receipt points for 
redelivery to points on Tennessee's 
system, located in various states. 
Tennessee further states that the 
volumes of gas to be transported are 
100,000 dt-equivalent on an average day, 
100,000 dt-equivalent on a peak day, and 
36,500,000 dt-equivalent on an annual 
basis under the contract. It is stated that 
service under § 284.223(a) commenced 
April 21, 1989, as reported in Docket No. 
ST-8S-3595 (filed May 22, 1989). 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


7. United Gas Pipe Line Company 


Take notice that on June 13, 1989, 
United Gas Pipe Line Company (United), 
P.O. Box 1478, Houston, Texas 77251- 
1478, filed in docket No. CP89-1817-000 
a request pursuant to § § 157.205 and 
284.223 of the Commission's Regulations 
for authorization to provide firm 
transportation service on behalf of The 
City of Culf Breeze, Florida, a local 
distribution Company of natural gas, 
under United's blanket certificate issued 
in Docket No. CP88-6-000 pursuant to 
Section 7 of the Natural Gas act, all as 
more fully set forth in the request on file 
with the Commission and open to public 


United states that it would transport 
2,060 MMbtu on a peak and average day 
and 751,900 MMbtu on an annual basis. 

United further states that it has 
commenced service under the 120-day 
automated authorization and reported 
such service in Docket No. ST89-3737, 
pursuant to § 284.223(a) of the 
Regulations. 


Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 

8. Stingray Pipeline Company 
[Docket No. CP89-1654-000] 
June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 19, 1989, 
Stingray Pipeline Company (Stingray), 
P.O. Box 1642, Houston, Texas 77251- 
1642, filed in Docket No. CP89-1654-000 
a request pursuant to § 157.205 of the 
Commission's Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) for 
authorization to provide an interruptible 
transportation service for Texas-Ohio 
Gas, Inc. (Texas-Ohio), a marketer, 
under the blanket certificate issued by 
the Commission's Order No. 509, 
Pursuant to Section 7 of the Natural Gas 
Act, corresponding to the rates, terms 
and conditions filed in Docket No. RP89- 
70-000, all as more fully set forth in the 
request that is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Stingray states that pursuant to a 
transportation agreement dated April 24, 
1989, under its Rate Schedule ITS, it 
proposes to transport up to 5,000 
dekatherms (dt) equivalent per day of 
natural gas for Texas-Ohio. Stingray 
states that it would transport the gas 
from various receipt points on its system 
as shown in Exhibit “A” of the 
transportation agreement and would 
deliver the gas, less fuel used and 
unaccounted for line loss, to Holly 
Beach and OXY-NGL plant, both 
located in Cameron Parish, Louisiana, 
and Stingray-HIOS Exchange (EHI- 
A330) located offshore Texas. 

Stingray advises that service under 
§ 284.223 (a) commended May 1, 1989, as 
reported in Docket No. ST89-3679. 
Stingray further advises that it would 
transport 5,000 dt on an average day and 
1,825 dt annually. 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


9. Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company 


[Docket No. CP89-1652-000] 


June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 16, 1989, 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company 
(Tennessee}, 1010 Milam, Houston, 
Texas 77002, filed in Docket No. CP89- 
1652-000 a request pursuant to § 157.205 
of the Commission's Regulations under 
the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) for 
authorization to transport natural gas on 
behalf of Delta Pipeline Company 
(Delta), a marketer of natural gas, under 
Tennessee's blanket certificate, issued 
in Docket No. CP87-115-000, all as more 
fully set forth in the request which is on 
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file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Tennessee proposes to transport up to 
50,000 dt equivaient of natural gas on a 
peak day for Delta, 50,000 dt equivalent 
on an average day and 18,250,000 dt 
equivalent on an annual basis. It is 
stated that Tennessee would receive the 
gas for Delta's account at points on 
Tennessee's system located in Louisiana 
and offshore Louisiana and would 
deliver equivalent volumes to Texas 
Eastern Transmission Corporation and 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas in 
Colbert County, Alabama. It is asserted 
that the transportation service would be 
effected using existing facilities and that 
no construction of additional facilities 
would be required. It is explained that 
the transportation service commenced 
May 8, 1989, under the automatic 
authorization provisions of § 284.223 of 
the Commission's Regulations, as 
reported in Docket No. ST89-3816. 

- Commeni daie: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 

10. Stingray Pipeline Company 

[Docket No. CP89-1658-000} 

June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 19, 1989, 
Stingray Pipeline Company (Stingray), 
P.O. Box 1642, Houston, Texas 77251- 
1642, filed in Docket No. CP89-1658-000 
a request pursuant to § 157.205 of the 
Commission's Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) for 
authorization to provide an interruptible 
transportation service for Fuel Services 
Group (FSG), a marketer, under the 
blanket certificate issued by the 
Commission's Order No. 509, pursuant 
to Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, 
corresponding to the rates, terms and 
conditions filed in Docket No. RP89-70- 
000, all as more fully set forth in the 
request that is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Stingray states that pursuant to a 
transportation agreement dated April 20, 
1989, under its Rate Schedule ITS, it 
proposes to transport up to 15,600 
dekatherms (dt) per day equivalent of 
natural gas for FSG. Stingray states that 
it would transport the gas from various 
receipt points on its system as shown in 
Exhibit “A” of the transportation 
agreement and would deliver the gas, 
less fuel used and unaccounted for line 
loss, to Holly Beach and the OXY-NGL 
plant, both located in Cameron Parish, 
Louisiana, and Stingray-HIOS Exchange 
(EHI-A330) located offshore Texas. 

Stingray advises that service under 
§ 284.223{a) commenced May 1, 1989, as 
reported in Docket No. ST89-3681-000. 
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Stingray further advises that it would 
transport 10,000 dt on an average day 
and 3,650,000 dt annually. 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


11. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Company 

[Docket No. CP89-1641-000} 

June 22, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 15, 1989, 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company 
(Panhandle), P.O. Box 1642, Houston, 
Texas 77251-1642, filed in Docket No. 
CP89-1641-000 a request pursuant to 
§ 157.205 of the Commission's 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18-CFR 157.205) for authorization to 
transport natural gas for Oxy USA, Inc. 
(Oxy), a producer of natural gas, under 
Panhandle’s blanket certificate issued in 
Docket No. CP86-585-000, pursuant to 
Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, all as 
more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open for public inspection. 

Pursuant to a gas transportation 
agreement dated April 11, 1989, 
Panhandle requests authority to 
transport up to 150,000 Dt. of natural gas 
per day, on an interruptible basis, on 
behalf of Oxy. Panhandle states that the 
agreement provides for it to receive gas 
from various existing points of receipis 
along its system and deliver the gas, less 
fuel used and unaccounted for line loss, 
to Haven Pool at an existing point of 
delivery located in Reno County, 
Kansas. Oxy has informed Panhandle 
that it expects to have the full 150,000 
Dt. transported on an average day and, 
based thereon, estimates that the annual 
transportation quantity would be 
54,750,000 Dt. Panhandle advises that 
the transportation service commenced 
on May 1, 1989, as reported in Docket 
No. ST8&S-3648, pursuant to § 284.223 of 
the Commission's Regulations. 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


12. Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 


[Docket No. CP89-1634-000} 
June 23, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 15, 1989, 
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 
(Texas Gas), 3800 Frederica Street, 
Owensboro, Kentucky 42301, filed in 
Docket No. CP89-1634-000 a request 
pursuant to §§ 157.205 and 284.223 of the 
Commission's Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act for authorization to 
provide an interruptible transportation 
service for Texas Eastern Gas Services 
Company (Texas Eastern Services) 
under its blanket certificate issued in 


Docket No. CP88-686-000 pursuant to 
Section 7 of the Natural Gas Acct, all as 
more fully set forth in the request on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Texas Gas states that it would receive 
the gas for Texas Eastern Services at an 
existing point of receipt in offshore 
Louisiana and would redeliver the gas 
for Texas Eastern Services at an 
existing interconnection located in 
offshore Louisiana. 

Texas Gas further states that the 
maximum daily, average daily and 
annual quantities that it would transport 
for Texas Eastern Services would be 
5,000 MMBtu equivalent of natural gas, 
3,000 MMBtu equivalent of natural gas 
and 1,095,000 MMBtu equivalent of 
natural gas, respectively. 

Texas Gas indictes that in filing made 
with the Commission in Docket No. 
ST89-3550, it reported that 
transportation service for Texas Eastern 
Services commenced on May 1, 1989 
under the 120-day automatic 
authorization provisions of § 284.223{a). 

Comment date: August 7, 1983, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph CG 
at the end of this notice. 


13. Temmessse Gas Pipeline Company 
[Docket No. CP89-1651-000} 
June 23, 1988. 

Take notice that on June 16, 1989, 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company 
(Tennessee), P.O. Box 2511, Houston, 
Texas 77252, filed in Docket No. CP89- 
1651-000 a request pursuant to 
§§ 157.205 and 284.223 of the 
Commission's Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act for authorization to 
transport gas for Ladd Gas Marketing, 
Inc. (Ladd) a marketer of natural gas, 
under Tennessee’s blanket certificate 
issued in Docket No. CP87-115-000 
under Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, 
all as more fully set forth in the request 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Tennessee states that it proposes to 
transport natural gas for Ladd, on an 
interruptible basis, from points of 
receipt located offshore Louisiana, 
Texas, Tennessee, Louisiana and New 
York to multiple delivery points located 
off Tennessee's system. The location of 
the ultimate delivery points of the gas 
are Connecticut, Kentucky, 
Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee and 
West Virginia. Tennessee indicates that 
the total volume of gas to be transported 
for Ladd on a peak day would be 150,000 
dekatherms; on an average day would 
be 150,000 dekatherms; and an annual 
basis would be 54,750,000 dekatherms. 
Tennessee indicates it would perform 
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the proposed transportation service for 
Ladd pursuant to a service agreement 
dated November 16, 1988, as amended, 
between Tennessee and Ladd. 

Tennessee states that it commenced 
the transportation of natural gas for 
Ladd on May 1, 1989, at Docket No. 
ST89-3647-000 for a 120-day period, 
pursuant to § 284.223(a)(1) of the 
Commission’s Regulations. Tennessee 
further states existing facilities would be 
used in order to provide this 
transportation service. 


14. El Paso Natural Gas Company 


[Docket No. CP89-1599-000} 
June 23, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 12, 1989, El] 
Paso Natural Gas Company (El Paso), 
Post Office Box 1492, El Paso, Texas 
79978, filed a request for authorization 
at Docket No. CP89-1599-000, pursuant 
to §§ 157.205 of the Commission’s 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act, 

El Paso’s blanket certificate issued 
in Docket No. CP82-435-000 for 
authorization to: (1) Add a new delivery 
point to permit the delivery of natural 
gas to Southern Union Gas Company 
(SUG) for resale in Ward County, Texas; 
and (2) abandon an existing minor tap 
facility and a related sale for resale 
service to SUG in Ward County, Texas, 
all as more fully set forth in the request 
for authorization on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

It is stated that certificate 
authorizations for the operation of E] 
Paso’s then existing facilities and for its 
sale for resale to SUG were issued at 
Docket No. CP64—211. E] Paso further 
states that El Paso and SUG are parties 
to the currently effective Service 
Agreement dated February 1, 1971, 
which provides, inter alia, for the sale 
and delivery by El Paso and the 
purchase and receipt by SUG of natural 
gas for distribution and resale to 
consumers situated in various 
communities and areas in the State of 
Texas. 

El Paso also states that it has received 
a request from SUG for (1) natural gas 
service at an existing interconnection 
point on El Paso’s line in Ward County, 
Texas within the existing certificated 
entitlements of SUG: and (2) 
abandonment of an existing minor tap 
facility and related service, located on 
El Paso’s line in Ward County, Texas. 
The request further states that El Paso 
has been advised by SUG that the 
requested volumes of natural gas would 
be utilized to serve existing residential, 
small commercial, irrigation and 
interruptible industrial requirements of 
consumers in Ward County, Texas. It is 
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maintained that initial deliveries of 
natural gas would begin in the second 
quarter of 1989. It is further maintained 
that the peak day and annual deliveries 
at the proposed delivery point are 
expected to be 8,000 Mcf and 824,100 
Mcf, respectively. 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


15. Williams Natural Gas Company 
[Docket No. CP89-1627-000} 


June 23, 1989. 


Take notice that on June 14, 1989, 
Williams Natural Gas Company (WNG), 
P.O. Box 3288, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74101, 
filed an application in Docket No. CP89- 
1627-000 pursuant to Sections 7 (b) and 
(c) of the Natural Gas Act (NGA), as 
amended, and part 157 of the 
Commission's Regulations for a (1) 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity under Section 7({c) of the NGA 
authorizing WNG to provide on a self- 
implementing basis both firm and 
interruptible contract storage service 
under new Rate Schedule FSS and Rate 
Schedule ISS, respectively, and blanket 
authorization, with pregranted 
abandonment, for shippers under 
WNG's Rate Schedules FTS and ITS to 
utilize services under Rate Schedules 
FSS and/or ISS, respectively, in 
conjunction with their transportation 
service, and (2) authorization under 
Section 7(b) of the NGA for WNG to 
abandon and cancel such rate schedule 
effective on the later of March 31, 1990, 
or the date WNG offers service under 
new Rate Schedule ISS, all as more fully 
set forth in the application which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

WNG states that the firm and 
interruptible contract storage services 
for which authorization is requested 
would enhance the transportation 
services WNG presently offers under its 
Part 284 blanket certificate and are 
consistent with the Commission's goal 
of making unbundled pipeline services 
available to shippers as a means of 
promoting competition. WNG further 
states that such storage services under 
new Rate Schedules FSS and ISS would 
be available to WNG's transportation 
customers on a first-come, first-served 
basis and that these new storage 
services would ensure the full utilization 
of WNG’s system storage capacity 
which is expected to become available 
as a result of conversions to 
transportation capacity by WNG's sales 
customers. WNG indicates that no new 
facilities are required to implement the 
new storage service. 


In addition, WNG states that the 
interruptible storage service under Rate 
Schedule ISS proposed in this docket 
would be provided in lieu of the 
interruptible deferred delivery service 
under WNG's existing Rate Schedule 
IDDS. WNG states that in compliance 
with the February 2, 1989, Stipulation 
and Agreement filed by WNG in Docket 
Nos. RP87-33-000 and TA88-1-43-000, 
WNG had filed in Docket No. CP89-752- 
000 an application for interruptible 
storage service to be provided in lieu of 
service under Rate Schedule IDDS. 
WNG states that the blanket certificate 
requested in this docket would allow 
WNG to offer its shippers more 
enhanced storage services under Rate 
Schedules FSS and ISS than those 
presently provided under Rate Schedule 
IDDS or contemplated in the February 2, 
1989, stipulation and WNG's pending 
application in Docket No. CP89-752-000. 

Moreover, WNG states that because 
the enhanced storage services proposed 
in this docket expand upon the 
interruptible storage service 
contemplated in the February 2 
stipulation to replace IDDS service, it 
also requests authorization to terminate 
existing service under Rate Schedule 
IDDS and to abandon and cancel such 
rate schedule effective on the later of 
March 31, 1990, or the date WNG offers 
service under Rate Schedule ISS. 

WNG indicates that whenever it 
determines that it can make available 
storage service under Rate Schedule ISS 
or FSS, the company would conduct a 
15-day open season beginning after 
notification that such storage service is 
available, with all complete requests 
received during the open season treated 
as if they had been received on the last 
day of the open season. WNG indicates 
that if requests for firm storage service 
exceed the firm capacity available, the 
available capacity would be assigned 
pro rata. For ISS service, WNG states 
that once a customer has prepaid for 
capacity, it would receive priority of 
service up to the level of capacity paid. 
WNG notes that if the total interruptible 
capacity is less than the capacity 
prepaid, the interruptible capacity 
would be reduced pro rata. WNG also 
indicates that, if any upon expiration of 
the open season, storage capacity is 
available, reserved capacity would be 
allocated according to nominations 
received on a first come-first served 
basis. 

WNG proposes the following rates for 
storage service under the FSS Rate 
Schedule: (a) A maximum deliverability 
reservation rate of $0.7726 per dt 
equivalent of natural gas of the 
maximum daily withdrawal quantity 
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(MDWQ) and a minimum rate of 0; (b) a 
maximum capacity reservation rate of 
$.2091 per dt equivalent of natural gas of 
one twelfth (12) of the maximum 
storage quantity and minimum rate of 0; 
and (c) an injection/withdrawal 
commodity rate of $.0080 per dt 
equivalent of natural gas actually 
injected or withdrawn from storage 
during the month. WNG states that 
should the quantities withdrawn on any 
day of the month exceed the MDWQ, 
the rate shall also include a 
deliverability overrun charge equal to 
the product of the deliverability 
reservation charge and the quantities 
withdrawn in excess of the MDWQ. In 
addition WNG advised that any storage 
gas balance remaining on April 1 of any 
year shall be subject to a 1 percent 
retention charge. 

For ISS service, WNG proposes the 
following rates: (a) An injection rate of 
$.0080 applied per dt equivalent of 
natural gas delivered into storage, (b) a 
withdrawal charge of $.0080 applied per 
dt equivalent of natural gas withdrawn 
from storage and (c) a maximum storage 
capacity quantity rate of $.3945 applied 
per dt equivalent of natural gas of the 
maximum storage capacity quantity 
incrementally used during the month 
and a minimum charge of 0. It is 
indicated that the remaining storage gas 
balance under Rate Schedule ISS shall 
be specified to be the initial injection for 
the next storage cycle and subject to the 
storage capacity quantity charge under 
Rate Schedule ISS. 

It is also indicated that shippers under 
both the ISS and FSS Rate Schedules 
may elect to reimburse WNG for fuel 
and system losses in kind or pay the 
applicable fuel charges as shown on 
Tariff Sheet No. 7 of Volume No. 1 in 
Exhibit P of the application. WNG also 
requests authority to discount rates 
between requested maximum and 
minimum rates. 

Comment date: July 14, 1989 in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph F 
at the end of the notice. 


16. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Company 

[Docket No. CP89-1476-000} * 
June 23, 1989. 

Take notice that on May 22, 1989, 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company 
(Panhandle), P.O. Box 1642, Houston, 
Texas 77251-1642, filed in Docket No. 
CP89-1476-000 a request pursuant to 
§ 157.205, 157.211(b)(1), and 284.223{c)(5) 
of the Commission's Regulations under 
the Natural Gas Act for authorization to 
construct a sales tap and provide 
interruptible transportation service for 
Stah! Specialty Company (Stahl) a 
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shipper and end-user of natural gas, 
under the blanket certificates issued in ~ 
Docket Nos. CP86-585-000 and CP83- 
83-000, pursuant to Section 7 of the 
Natural Gas Act, all as more fully set 
forth in the request that is on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Panhandle states that it proposes to 
transport up to 350 dekatherms (dt) per 
day equivalent of natural gas for Stahl’s 
behalf. Panhandle also states that it 
would transport the gas from various 
receipt points on its system, and deliver 
such gas, less fuel used and 
unaccounted for line loss, to Stahl at a 
sales tap, proposed herein to be 
constructed in Johnson County, 
Missouri, at a cost of $25,000 for which 
Panhandle will be reimbursed. 

Panhandle further advises that it 
would transport 300 dt on an average 
day and 109,500 dt annually, and such 
transportation would commence upon 
construction of the proposed tap. 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


17. United Gas Pipe Line Company 


[Docket No. CP89-1660-000] 
June 23, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 19, 1989, 
United Gas Pipe Line Company (United), 
P.O. Box 1478 Houston, Texas 77251-— 
1478, filed in Docket No. CP89-1660-000 
a request pursuant to Section 284.223 of 
the Commission's Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Ast (18 CFR 157.205) for 
authorization to provide transportation 
service on behalf of Ergon Refining Inc., 
an end-user of natural gas, on an 
interruptible basis, under United's 
blanket certificate, issued in Docket No. 
CP88-6-000, all as more fully set forth in 
the request which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

United states that the Interruptible 
Gas Transportation Agreement TI-21- 
2005, dated December 9, 1988, proposes 
to transport 7,210 MMBtu equivalent on 
an average day, 7,210 MMBtu equivalent 
on a peak day, and 2,631,650 MMBtu 
equivalent on an annual basis to Ergon, 
and that service commenced May 5, 
1989, as reported in Docket No. ST89- 
3779, pursuant to § 284.223{a) of the 
Commission's Regulations. 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


18. United Gas Pipe Line Company 


[Docket No. CP89-1662-000] 
June 23, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 20, 1989, 
United Gas Pipe Line Company (United), 


P.O. Box 1478, Houston, Texas 77251- 
1478, filed in Docket No. CP89-1662-000 
a request pursuant to § 157.205 of the 
Commission’s Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) for 
authorization to provide an interruptible 
transportation service for Seagull 
Marketing (Seagull), a marketer, under 
the blanket certificate issued in Docket 
No. CP88-6-000, pursuant to Section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act, all as more fully 
set forth in the request that is on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

United states that pursuant to a 
transportation agreement dated October 
1, 1988, as amended on April 17, 1989, 
under its Rate Schedule ITS, it proposes 
to transport up to 515,000 MMBtu per 
day equivalent of natural gas for 
Seagull. United states that it would 
transport the gas from multiple receipt 
points as shown in Exhibit “A” of the 
transportation agreement and would 
deliver the gas to multiple delivery 
points shown in Exhibit “B” of the 
agreement. 

United advises that service under 
§ 284.223(a) commenced April 24, 1989, 
as reported in Docket No. ST89-3751- 
000 (filed June 1, 1989). United further 
advises that it would transport 515,000 
MMBtu on an average day and 
187,975,000 MMBtu annually. 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 
1S. Stingray Pipeline Company 
[Docket No. CP89-1655—-000] 

June 23, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 19, 1989, 
Stingray Pipeline Company (Stingray), 
Post Office Box 1642, Houston, Texas 
77251-1642, filed in Docket No. CP89- 
1655-000, a request pursuant to 
§§ 157.205 and 284.223 of the 
Commission’s Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act for authorization to 
transport natural gas for Brooklyn 
Interstate Natural Gas Corporation 
(BINGC), a shipper and marketer of 
natural gas, pursuant to Stingray’s 
blanket certificate issued by the 
Commission's Order No. 509 and Section 
7 of the Natural Gas Act, corresponding 
to the rates, terms and conditions filed 
in Docket No. RP89-70-000, all as more 
fully set forth in the request which is on 
file with the Commission and open for 
public inspection. 

Specifically, Stingray requesis 
authority to transport up to 100,000 Dt. 
per day on an interruptible basis on 
behalf of BINGC pursuant to a 
Transportation Agreement dated April 
24, 1989 between Stingray and BINGC 
(Transportation Agreement). The 


Transportation Agreement provides for 
Stingray to receive gas from various 
existing points of receipt on its system. 
Stingray will then transport and 
redeliver subject gas, less fuel used and 
unaccounted for line loss, to Holly 
Beach and OXY-NGL Plant located in 
Cameron, Parish, Louisiana and 
Stingray-HIOS Exchange (EHI-A330) . 
located offshore Texas. 

The Shipper states that the estimated 
daily and estimated annual quantities 
would be 30,000 Di. and 10,950,000 Dt., 
respectively. Service under § 284.223(a) 
commenced on May 1, 1989, as reported 
in Docket No. ST89-3735. 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


20. El Paso Natural Gas Company 
[Docket No. CP89-1532-000] 
June 23, 1989. 


Take notice that on June 15, 1989, El 
Paso Natural Gas Company (El Paso), 
Post Office Box 1492, El Paso, Texas, 
79978, filed a request for authorization 
at Docket No. CP89-1632-000, pursuant 
to § 157.205 of the Commission’s 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act, 
and E] Paso’s blanket certificate issued 
in Docket No. CP82-435-000 for 
authorization to install and operate a 
sales tap, in Maricopa County, Arizona, 
to permit the delivery of natural gas to 
Southwest Gas Corporation (Southwest) 
for resale to U.S. Homes in Maricopa 
County, Arizona, all as more fully set 
forth in the request for authorization on 
file with the Commission and open for 
public inspection. 

It is stated that by order issued at 
Docket No. CP85-379--000, the 
Commission granted El Paso certificate 
authorization for, inter alia, the 
construction and operation of certain 
facilities and the delivery and sale of 
natural gas to Southwest for resale to 
consumers situated in various 
communities and environs in the State 
of Arizona. 

El Paso states that it would install a 2- 
inch tap at such location at an estimated 
cost of $2,650. El Paso also states that 
peak day and annual deliveries at the 
proposed delivery point in the third full 
year of operation are expected to be 184 
Mcf and 12,804 Mcf, respectively. 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


21. Trunkline Gas Company 
[Docket No. CP89-1624-000} 
June 23, 1989. 


Take notice that on June 14, 1989, 
Trunkline Gas Company (Trunkline), 
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P.O. Box 1642, Houston, Texas 77251- 
1642, filed in Docket No. CP89-1624-000 
a request pursuant to § 157.205 of the 
Commission's Regulations for 
authorization to provide transportation 
service on behalf of James River—KVP 
group (James River), under Trunkline 
blanket certificate issued in Docket No. 
CP86-586-000, pursuant to Section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Acct, all as more fully 
set forth in the application which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Trunkline requests authorization to 
transport, on an interruptible basis, up 
to a maximum of 30,000 dekatherms of 
natural gas per day for James River from 
receipt points located in Illinois, 
Louisiana and Texas to Elkhart County, 
Indiana. Trunkline anticipates 
transporting an annual volume of 
10,950,000 dekatherms. 

Trunkline states that the 
transportation of natural gas for James 
River commenced May 1, 1989, as 
reported in Docket No. ST89-3694-000, 
for a 120-day period pursuant to 
§ 284.223(a) of the Commission's 
Regulations and the blanket certificate 
issued to Trunkline in Docket No. CP66- 
586-000. 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


22. Stingray Pipeline Company 
[Docket No. CP89-1659-000] 
June 23, 1989. 

Take Notice that on June 19, 1989, 
Stringray Pipeline Company (Stringray), 
P.O. Box 1642, Houston, Texas 77251- 
1642, filed in Docket No. CP89—1649-000, 
a request pursuant to § 157.205 of the 
Commission's Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) for 
authorization to provide an interruptible 
transportation service for Coastal Gas 
Marketing Company (Coastal), a shipper 
and marketer of natural gas, under the 
blanket certificate issued by the 
Commission’s Order No. 509, pursuant 
to Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, 
corresponding to the rates, terms and 
conditions filed in Docket No. RP89-70- 
000, all as more fully set forth in the 
request which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Stingray states that pursuant to a 
transportation agreement dated April 26, 
1989, under its Rate Schedule ITS, it 
proposes to transport up to 400,000 
dekatherms (dt) per day equivalent of 
natural gas for Coastal. Stingray states 
that it would transport the natural gas 
from various receipt points on its system 
in offshore Louisiana and would deliver 
the natural gas, less fuel and 


unaccounted-for line loss, to Holly 
Beach and OXY-NGL plant, both 
located in Cameron Parish, Louisiana, 
and Stingray-HIOS Exchange (EHI- 
A330) located offshore Texas. Stingray 
indicates that it would transport 400,000 
dt on an average day and 146,000,000 dt 
annually. 

Stingray advises that service under 
§ 264.223{a) of the Commission's 
Regulations (18 CFR 284.223(a) 
commenced on May 1, 1989, as reported 
in Docket No. ST89-3736. 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


23. Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America 


[Docket No. CP89-1630-000] 


June 23, 1989. 


Take notice that on June 15, 1989, 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America (Natural), 701 East 22nd Street, 
Lombard, Illinois 60148, filed in Docket 
No. CP89-1630-000 a request pursuant to 
§§ 157.205 and 284.223 of the 
Commission's Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) for 
authorization to transport gas on an 
interruptible basis for Brooklyn 
Interstate Natural Gas Corporation 
(Brooklyn) under the blanket certificate 
issued in Docket No. CP86-582-000, 
pursuant to Section 7 of the Natural Gas 
Act, all as more fully set forth in the 
request on file with the Commission and 
open to public inspection. 

Natural states that pursuant to a 
Transportation Agreement dated 
November 10, 1988, as amended January 
25, 1989, April 7, 1989, April 21, 1989 and 
May 24, 1989, it proposes to transport, 
on an interruptible basis, up to a 
maximum of 100,000 MMbtu, plus any 
additional volumes accepted pursuant to 
the overrun provisions of Natural's Rate 
Schedule ITS, for Brooklyn. The receipt 
points are located in Texas, Offshore 
Texas, Oklahoma, Illinois, Louisiana, 
Offshore Louisiana, New Mexico, 
Kansas, Arkansas, Iowa, and Nebraska 
and the delivery points Louisiana, 
Oklahoma, Missouri, New Mexico, Iowa, 
Kansas, Arkansas, and Nebraska. 

Natural also states that it will 
transport approximately 20,000 MMbtu 
on an average day and approximately 
7,300,000 MMbtu on an annual basis. 

Natural further states it commended 
this service, as reported in Docket No. 
ST89-3893-000. 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 
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24. Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America 

[Docket No. CP89-1668-000] 

June 23, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 21, 1989, 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America (Natural), 701 East 22nd Street, 
Lombard, Illinois 60148, filed in Docket 
No. CP89-1668-000 a request pursuant to 
§ 157.205 of the Commission's 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.205) for authorization to 
provide an interruptible service for Total 
Minatome Corporation (Total), a 
producer, under the blanket certificate 
issued in Docket No. CP86-582-000, 
pursuant to Section 7 of the Natural Gas 
Act, all as more fully set forth in the 
request that is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Natural states that pursuant to a 
Transportation Agreement dated April 
14, 1989, under its Rate Schedule ITS, it 
proposes to transport, up to 300,000 
MMbtu per day equivalent of natural 
gas for Total. Natural states that it 
would transport the gas (plus any 
additional volumes accepted to the 
overrun provisions of Natural’s Rate 
Schedule ITS) from multiple receipt 
points in Illinois, Louisiana, offshore 
Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas, Offshore 
Texas, Kansas and Iowa, as shown in 
Exhibit “A” of the transportation 
agreement, and would deliver the gas to 
multiple delivery points in Kansas, 
Illinois, Louisiana, offshore Louisiana, 
Texas, Oklahoma, Missouri, New 
Mexico, Iowa, Arkansas and Nebraska, 
as shown in Exhibit “B” of the 
agreement. 

Natural advises that service under 
§ 284.223(a) commenced April 14, 1989, 
as reported in Docket No. ST89-3967. 
Natural further advises that it would 
transport 20,000 MMBtu on an average 
day ard 7,300,000 MMBtu annually. 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


25. El Paso Natural Gas Company 


[Docket No. CP89-1629-000} 
June 23, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 15, 1989, El 
Paso Natural Gas Company (El Paso), 
Post Office Box 1492, El Paso, Texas, 
79978, filed a request for authorization 
at Docket No. CP89-1629-000, pursuant 
to § 157.205 of the Commission's 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act, 
and El Paso’s blanket certificate issued 
in Docket No. CP82-435-000 for 
authorization to utilize an existing sales 
tap, located in Maricopa County, 
Arizona, to sell additional volumes of 
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natural gas to Southwest Gas 
Corporation (Southwest) for resale to 
new customers in Maricopa County, 
Arizona, all as more fully set forth in the 
request fer authorization on file with the 
Commission and open for public 
inspection. 

It is stated that by order issued at 
Docket No. G-13107, the Commission 
granted El Paso certificate authorization 
for inter alia, the construction and 
operation of certain facilities and the 
delivery and sale of natural gas to 
Southwest for resale to consumers 
situated in various communities and 
environs in the State of Arizona. 

El Paso states that it has received a 
request from Southwest to utilize the 
existing tap in Mesa, Arizona to allow 
Southwest to serve certain new 
customers. El Paso also states that it 
would install a relief valve at such 
location which would increase the 
delivery from 35 psig to 50 psig at the 
Edgar Smoke Sales Tap and permit the 
delivery of additional volumes of 
natural gas to Southwest for resale. The 
estimated cost of the installation of the 
relief valve at the existing sales tap is 
$350. 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


26. Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America 


[Docket No. CP89-1661-000] 
June 23, 1989. 

Take notice that on June 20, 1989, 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America (Natural), 701 East 22nd Street, 
Lombard, Illinois 60148, filed in Docket 
No. CP89-1661-000 a request pursuant to 
§ 157-205 of the Commission's 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.205) for authorization to 
transport natural gas on behalf of 
MidCon Marketing Corp. (MidCon), a 
marketer of natural gas, under its 
blanket authorization issued in Docket 
No. CP86-582-000 pursuant to Section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act, all as more fully 
set forth in the request which is on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Natural would perform the proposed 
interruptible transportation service for 
MidCon, pursuant to an interruptible 
transportation service agreement dated 
April 13, 1989, as amended April 18, 
1989. The transportation agreement is 
effective for a primary term ending 
December 31, 1990, and shall continue 
month to month thereafter unless 
terminated by five days prior notice by 
either party. Natural proposes to 
transport up to a maximum of 100,000 
MMBtu of natural gas per day (plus any 


additional volumes accepted pursuant to 
the overrun provisions of Natural’s Rate 
Schedule ITS). MidCon advised Natural 
that the volume anticipated to be 
transported on an average day is 100,000 
MMBtu; and based on that average day 
figure, the annual volume to be 
transported is 36,500,000 MMBtu. 
Natural proposes to receive the subject 
gas at various points located in the 
States of Colorado, Illinois, lowa, 
Kansas, Nebraska, New Mexico, 
Oklahoma and Texas. It is stated that 
the delivery point is the interconnection 
with Valero Transmission Company on 
Natural’s Permian Basin Mainline in 
Sec. 119, Block 34, H.&T.C.R.R. Survey, 
Ward County, Texas. Natural avers that 
no new facilities are required to provide 
the proposed service. 

It is explained that the proposed 
service is currently being performed 
pursuant to the 120-day self- 
implementing provision of 
§ 284.223(a)(1) of the Commission's 
Regulations. Natural commenced such 
self-implementing service on April 15, 
1989, as reported in Docket No. ST89- 
3951-000. 

Comment date: August 7, 1989, in 
accordance with Standard Pargraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


Standard Paragraphs 


F. Any person desiring to be heard or 
make any protest with reference to said 
filing should on or before the comment 
date file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street NE., Washington, DC 
20426, a motion to intervene or a protest 
in accordance with the requirements of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and 385.214) 
and the Regulations under the Natural 
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the 


1 Natural states that the exhibit to the 
transportation agreement lists the existing Receipt 
Point No. 185 (ENCO-NGPL/BECKHAM), Beckham 
County, Oklahoma, as a ‘proposed’ point. This point 
was originally constructed as a facility to be utilized 
solely for transportation authorized by Section 311 
of the NGPA. Natural states that use of this point 
for jurisdictional service was reported in its Annual 
Report for Blanket Certificate Activities in Docket 
No. CP82-402-000 filed May 1, 1989. Also, Natural 
states that Receipt Point No. 566 (Southern Union/ 
Hutchinson), Hutchinson County, Texas and Receipt 
Point No. 624 (Western Farmers-NGPL/ Woodward), 
Woodward County, Oklahoma, have been included 
in the transportation agreement at MidCon's 
request. According to Natural, these points were 
constructed as facilities to be utilized solely for 
transportation authorized by Section 311. Natural 
states it currently has no authorization to utilize 
these points for its jurisdictional transportation 
service for MidCon as proposed herein. Therefore, 
Natural states that these points will not be used 
under this transportation agreement until 
appropriate authorization has been obtained. 
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appropriation action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Ges Act 
and the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designeee on this 
filing if no motion to intervene is filed 
within the time required herein, if the 
Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that 4 grant of the - 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a motion 
for leave to invervene is timely filed, or 
if the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for the applicant to appear 
or be represented at the hearing. 

G. Any person or the Commission’s 


staff may, within 45 days after the 


issuance of the instant notice by the 
Commission, file pursuant to Rule 214 of 
the Commission's Procedural Rules (18 
CFR 385.214) a motion to intervene or 
notice of intervention and pursuant to 

§ 157.205 of the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) a 
protest to the request. If no protest is 
filed within the time allowed therefore, 
the proposed activity shall be deemed to 
be authorized effective the day after the 
time allowed for filing a protest. If a 
protest is filed and not withdrawn 
within 30 days after the time allowed for 
filing a protest, the instant request shall 
be treated as an application for 
authorization pursuant to Section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act. 

Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 89-15464 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


Office of Hearings and Appeals 


issuance of Proposed Decision and 
Order Issued the Period of May 15 
through June 9, 1989 


During the period of May 15 through 
June 9, 1989, the proposed decision and 
order summarized below was issued by 
the Office of Hearings and Appeals of 








the Department of Energy with regard to 
an application for exception. 

Under the procedural regulations that 
apply to exception proceedings (10 CFR 
Part 205, Subpart D), any person who 
will be aggrieved by the issuance of a 
proposed decision and order in final 
form may file a written notice of 
objection within ten days of service. For 
purpose of the procedural regulations, 
the date of service of notice is deemed 
to be the date of publication of this 
Notice or the date an aggrieved person 
receives actual notice, whichever occurs 
first. 

The procedural regulations provide 
that an aggrieved party who fails to file 
a Notice of Objections within the time 
period specified in the regulations will 
be deemed to consent to the issuance of 
the proposed decision and order in final 
form. An aggrieved party who wishes to 
contest a determination made in a 
proposed decision and order must also 
file a detailed statement of objections 
within 30 days of the date of service of 
the proposed decision and order. In the 
statement of objections, the aggrieved 
party must specify each issue of fact or 
law that it intends to contest in any 
further proceeding involving the 
exception matter. 

Copies of the full text of these 
proposed decisions and orders are 
available in the Public Reference Room 
of the Office of Hearings and Appeals, 
Room 1E-234, Forrestal Building, 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC 20585, Monday through 
Friday, between the hours of 1:00 p.m. 
and 5:00 p.m., except federal holidays. 
June 23, 1989. 

Thomas L. Wieker, 
Acting Director, Office of Hearings and 
Appeals. 


Proposed Decision and Order 


Farmington Gas Co., Inc. Farmington, 
NH, KEE-0175 Reporting Requirement 


Farmington Gas Co., Inc. (Farmington) 
filed an Application for Exception from 
the provisions of Energy Information 
Administration (EIA) reporting 
requirements. The exception request, if 
granted, would relieve Farmington of the 
requirement to file Form EIA-782B, 
entitled “Reseller/Retailers’ Monthly 
Petroleum Product Sales Report”. On 
June 8, 1989, the Department of Energy 
(DOE) issued a Proposed Decision and 
Order which determined that the 
exception request be denied. 

{FR Doc. 89-15544 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


_ Implementation of Special Refund 
Procedures 


AGENCY: Office of Hearings and 
Appeals, Department of Energy. 
ACTION: Notice of Implementation of 
Special Refund Procedures. 


SUMMARY: The Office of Hearings and 


Appeals of the Department of Energy 
has adopted the final procedures to be 
followed in refunding to adversely 
affecteed parties $90,000, plus accrued 
interest, obtained through a plea 
bargaining agreement between the U.S. 
Department of Justice and F. Lee Thorne 
and Charles Pabian of Elias Oil 
Company, a firm that operated a number 
of service stations in Florida. The money 
is currently being held in escrow. 


DATE AND ADDRESS: Applications for 
Refund must be filed in duplicate, 
postmarked no later than March 15, 
1990, and addressed to: Office of 
Hearings and Appeals, Department of 
Energy, 1000 Independence Avenue, 
SW., Washington, DC 20585. 
Applications should conspicuously 
display a reference to case number 
KEF-0022. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Thomas L. Wieker, Deputy Director, 
Office of Hearings and Appeals, 
Department of Energy, 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW.., 
Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586-2400. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
accordance with § 205.282{b) of the 
procedural regulations of the 
Department of Energy (DOE), notice is 
hereby given of the issuance of the 
Decision and Order set out below. The 
Decision sets forth procedures and 
standards that the DOE has adopted to 
distribute to adversely affected parties 
$90,000, plus accrued interest, obtained 
by the DOE through plea bargaining 
agreements between the U.S. 
Department of Justice and two 
individuals: F. Lee Thorne (Thorne) and 
Charles Pabian (Pabian). Thorne was 
the owner of Elias Oil Company (Elias) 
and Pabian was the Atlanta Regional 
Manager for CITCO, Elias’ diesel fuel 
supplier. Both Thorne and Pabian made 
restitution to the Department of Energy 
for willful violation of 10 CFR 205.22 by 
falsely certifying on Form FEO-17 the 
figures of Elias’ historical purchases of 
diesel fuel. 

The Office of Hearings and Appeals 
has determined that the funds should be 
distributed to CITCO customers that 
purchased diesel fuel during the months 
of February 1974, April 1974, and June 
1975 (the settlement period). In order to 
be considered for a portion of the funds 
remitted by Thorne and Pabian, a 
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claimant must indicate, for each month 
of the settlement period, its base period 
allocation of diesel fuel and the number 
of gallons actually purchased from 
CITCO, and the base period allocation 
and gallons purchased from other 
suppliers. 

Applications for Refund should be 
filed in duplicate and must be 
postmarked no later than March 15, 
1990. All applications will be available 
for public inspection between 1:00 and 
5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except federal holidays, in the Public 
Reference Room of the Office of 
Hearings and Appeals, located in Room 
1E-234, 1000 Independence Avenue, 
SW., Washington, DC 20585. 

Dated: June 14, 1989. 

George B. Breznay, 
Director, Office of Hearings and Appeals. 
June 14, 1989. 


Decision and Order of the Department of 
Energy 


Implementation of Special Refund 
Procedures 


Name of Firm: Elias Oil Company. 

Date of Filing: March 26, 1986. 

Case Number: KEF-0022. 

Under the procedural regulations of 
the Department of Energy (DOE), the 
Economic Regulatory Administration 
(ERA) may request that the Office of 
Hearings and Appeals (OHA) formulate 
and implement special refund 
procedures. See 10 CFR Part 205, 
Subpart V. Such procedures enable the 
DOE to refund monies to those injured 
by violations of the DOE regulations. On 
March 26, 1986, the ERA requested that 
the OHA formulate and implement 
procedures to distribute $90,000 (the 
settlement fund) which it received in 
accordance with two plea bargaining 
agreements. This Decision and Order 
sets forth the procedures that the OHA 
has formulated to govern the 
distribution of the settlement fund. 

The monies involved in this 
proceeding were obtained through plea 
agreements that became final on August 
17, 1983 between the U.S. Department of 
Justice and two individuals: F. Lee 
Thorne (Thorne) and Charles Pabian 
(Pabian). Thorne was the owner of Elias 
Oil Company (Elias), a firm that 
operated a number of service stations in 
Florida. Pabian was the Atlanta regional 
manager for Cities Services Oil 
Company (CITCO), Elias’ diesel fuel 
supplier. In a criminal action brought 
against Thorne and Pabian, the U.S. 
Attorney and the U.S. Department of 
Justice charged that Thorne falsely 
certiried on Form EEO-17 that Elias’ 
statements of its purchases of diesel fuel 
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during the months of February 1974, 
April 1974, and June 1975 (hereinafter 
referred to as the settlement period) 
were accurate, although he knew these 
figures to be substantially inflated. 
Thorne’s action resulted in an increase 
in Elias’ diesel fuel allocation. 
Furthermore, Pabian, the regional 
manager of CITCO, falsely certified 
Elias’ FEO-17 forms as true. Thorne and 
Pabian pleaded guilty to the charges 
against them for the settlement period. 
As part of the plea, Thorne paid $80,000 
and Pabian paid $10,000 to the DOE 

This Decision and Order concerns the 
distribution of the settlement fund, 
which has been placed in an interest- 
bearing escrow account. On April 28, 
1989, the OHA issued a Proposed 
Decision and Order (PD&O) setting forth 
a tentative plan for the distribution of 
the settlement fund. In order to give 
notice to all potentially affected parties, 
a copy of the PD&O was published in 
the Federal Register and comments 
regarding the proposed refund 
procedures were solicited. 54 FR 19610 
(May 8, 1989). We received no comments 
concerning the proposed procedures for 
the distribution of the settlement fund. 
Consequently, these procedures will be 
adopted as proposed. 

As indicated in the PD&O, we will 
distribute the settlement fund to any 
firm or individual demonstrating injury 
as a result of Thorne’s and Pabian’s 
actions. We do not have a record of 
CITCO's diesel fuel customers during 
the settlement period. Therefore, we 
invite claims from any purchaser of 
CITCO diesel fuel during the settlement 
period who can demonstrate that it was 
injured by Thorne’s and Pabian’s 
actions. We will therefore adopt the 
following standards and presumptions 
to assess the claims of these customers.? 

First, we will generally assume that 
all purchasers of CITCO diesel fuel 
during the settlement period were 
injured by Thorne’s and Pabian’s 
actions. This assumption is based on the 
evidence that during the settlement 
period, all of CITCO's diesel fuel 
customers were unable to receive a 
portion of their adjusted base period 
allocations because of Elias’ artificially 
inflated diesel fuel allocation. Therefore, 
we will adopt the presumption that all 
CITCO purchasers of diesel fuel, with 
the exception of Elias, were injured with 
respect to any gallons of diesel fuel to 
which they were entitled, but did not 


1 Presumptions in refund cases are specifically 
authorized by § 205.262(e) of the DOE procedural 


regulations in order that refund applications may be 
considered in an efficient and equitable manner. 


receive from CITCO during the 
settlement period.” 

Second, we will adopt a volumetric 
method to divide the settlement fund 
among applicants who demonstrate that 
they are eligible to receive refunds. 
Under this methodology, we will 
presume that all customers experienced 
an equal amount of loss per gallon as a 
result of not receiving the correct 
adjusted base period allocation of diesel 
fuel from CITCO during the settlement 
period. See Gibbs Industries, Inc., 14 
DOE { 85,460 (1986) (Gibbs). As we have 
stated in prior cases, allocating refunds 
on a volumetric basis is efficient, treats 
all firms similarly, and avoids detailed 
examination of the impact of the 
violation on each firm. See Office of 
Special Counsel, 10 DOE { 85,048.at 
88,199 (1982). 

Utilizing the volumetric refund 
presumption will also further our goal of 
granting restitution to as many 
claimants as possible by simplifying the 
process through which refund 
applications are prepared and analyzed. 
In this case, the volumetric refund 
amount will be calculated by dividing 
the settlement amount ($90,000) by the 
total estimated volume of diesel fuel 
sold by CITCO during the settlement 
period (141,876,000 gallons), yielding a 
per gallon volumetric refund amount, 
exclusive of interest, of $0.0006 ($90,000/ 
141,876,000 gallons = $0.0006 per 
gallon).* We recognize that dividing by 
gallons not supplied by CITCO would 
also be a reasonable method of 
calculating a volumetric. Gibbs, 14 DOE 
at 88,846. However, in this case, that 
number is not reasonably determinable 
and would leave refund applicants in 
the difficult position of showing the 
gallons not received. Aiso the amount 
allocated to each customer under either 
method should be identical. Therefore, 
each claimant's allocable share will be 
determined by multiplying the 
volumetric refund amount by the 
number of CITCO gallons it purchased 
during the settlement period.* In 


2 This presumption will not apply to firms that 
were able to obtain sufficient quantities of diesel 
fuel elsewhere during the settlement period. The 
acquisition of product from other sources would 
have mitigated the injury that such customers 
experienced as a result of CITCO’s failure to supply 
them with their full allocation because of Thorne’s 
and Pabian’s actions. However, a claimant that 
purchased product from alternate sources during the 
settlement period will still be eligible for a refund, 
if, for example, it shows that it paid a signficantly 
higher price for the product and was not able to 
pass the higher price through to its customers. 

3 CITCO’s diesel fuel sales were estimated from a 
1979 CITCO annual report that details its product 
sales for the settlement period. 

* Some customers may claim that they suffered an 
allocation shortfall greater than that which has been 
approximated by the volumetric refund amount. 


addition, successful applicants will 
receive a pro rata share of the interest 
that has accrued since the deposit of the 
funds into an escrow account. 

In addition, an applicant must 
demonstrate injury by showing a 
contemporaneous complaint to the DOE 
or other evidence that the firm was 
unable to make up the supply shortfall 
or other evidence of injury. An applicant 
attempting to indicate injury by showing 
a supply shortfall might make the 
showing by substantiating its base 
period allocation of diesel fuel from 
CITCO, as well as the number of gallons 
actually purchased from CITCO, and the 
base period allocation and gallo~s 
purchased from all other suppliers. 

As in previous cases, only claims for 
at least $15 will be processed. This 
minimum has been adopted in prior 
refund cases because the cost of 
processing claims for refunds of less 
than $15 outweighs the benefits of 
restitution in those situations. See, e.g., 
Uban Oil Co., 8 DOE J 82,541 at 85,225 
(1982). See also 10 CFR 205.286(b). The 
same principle applies here. 

We have determined that the 
procedures described in the PD&O are 
the most equitable and efficacious 
means of distributing the settlement 
fund. Accordingly, we shall now accept 
Applications for Refund from eligible 
purchasers of CITCO diesel fuel during 
the settlement period. The following 
information should be included in all 
Applications for Refund: 

(1) The name of the proceeding, Elias 
Oil Company, the case number, KEF- 
0022, and the applicant’s name should 
be prominently displayed on the first 
page. 

(2) The name, position, and telephone 
number of a person who may be 
contacted by the OHA for additional 
information concerning the Application. 

(3) A schedule of the applicant's 
purchases of diesel fuel from CITCO 
during the months of February 1974, 
April 1974, and June 1975, and its 
adjusted base period allocation from 
CITCO and other suppliers for those 
months. In the alterrnative, an applicant 
may submit a statement certifying that 
during those months it has a supplier- 
purchaser relationship with CITCO and 
did not receive diesel fuel from another 
supplier. 

(4) A statement of whether there has 
been any change in ownership of the 
entity that purchased the diesel fuel 
from CITCO since the end of the 
settlement period. If so, the name and 


These claimants must demonstrate an injury from 
that shortfall. 








address of the current (or former) owner 
should be provided. 


(5) A statement of whether the 
applicant is or has been involved as a 
party in any DOE or private Section 210 
enforcement actions. If these actions 
have been terminated, the applicant 
should furnish a copy of any final order 
issued in the matter. If the action is 
ongoing, the applicant should describe 
the action and its current status. The 
applicant is under a continuing 
obligation to keep the OHA informed of 
any change in status during the 
pendency of its Application for Refund 
See 10 CFR 205.9(d). 


(6) The following signed statement: 


I swear (or affirm) that the information 
submitted is true and accurate to the best of 
my knowledge and belief. 


All Applications for Refund must be 
filed in duplicate and must be 
postmarked no later than March 5, 1990. 
A copy of each Application will be 
available for public inspection in the 
Public Reference Room of the Office of 
Hearings and Appeals, Forrestal 
Building, Room 1E-234, 1000 
Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, DC. Any applicant that 
believes that its Application contains 
confidential information must so 
indicate on the first page of its 
Application and submit two additional 
copies of its Application from which the 
material alleged to be confidential has 
been deleted, together with a statement 
specifying why the information is 
alleged to be confidential. All 
Applications should be sent to the 
Office of Hearings and Appeals, 
Department of Energy, 1000 
Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, DC 20585. 


in the event that money remains after 
all refund claims from the settlement 
fund have been analyzed, the funds in 
that account will be disbursed in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
Petroleum Overcharge Distribution and 
Restitution Act of 1986, H.R. 5400, Title 
Ill, 99th Cong., 2d Session, Cong. Rec. 
H11319-21 (Daily E. October 17, 1986). 


It is Therefore Ordered That: 


(1) Applications for Refund from the 
funds remitted to the Department of 
Energy by Elias Oil Company pursuant 
to the plea bargaining agreements 
finalized on August 17, 1983, may now 
be filed. 


(2) All Applications for Refund must 


be postmarked no later than March 15, 

1990. 

George B. Breznay, 

Director, Office of Hearings and Appeals. 
Date: June 14, 1989. 

[FR Doc. 89-15545 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
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Office of Strategic Petroleum Reserve 
Solicitation of Statements of interest 


AGENCY: Office of the Strategic 
Petroleum Reserve; U.S. Department of 
Energy. 

ACTION: Solicitation of statements of 
interest to assist the Office of the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve in 
identifying prospective offerors for 
purchase of part or all of the Strategic 
Petroleum Reserve's Sulphur Mines 
crude oil storage facility located in 
Calcasieu Parish, Louisiana, with or 
without an exchange of the 26 million 
barrels of oil contained therein, in the 
event that the Secretary pursues a sale 
of the facility. 


SUMMARY: 
Introduction 


The Department of Energy (DOE), 
Office of the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve (OSPR), is soliciting 
expressions of interest regarding the 
potential purchase of the SPR's Sulphur 
Mines oil storage facility (Facility) 
located in Calcasieu Parish, Louisiana. 
The Facility is one of six SPR 
underground crude oil storage sites 
located in Louisiana and Texas. Sulphur 
Mines was identified as a candidate 
SPR storage site in Amendment No. 2 to 
the SPR Plan which was transmitted to 
Congress and became effective in 1978, 
under the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (EPCA), Public Law 
94-163. DOE acquired the site in 1979, 
and converted the existing brine 
caverns, having a total capacity of 26 
million barrels, to oil storage. The 
Facility currently contains 
approximately 26 million barrels of 
crude oil and is in a standby mode of 
operation. 

The continued utilization of the 
facility in the SPR program has been 
under review for a number of years. 
Because of the Facility’s relatively small 
storage capacity when compared to 
other SPR sites, it has the highest 
operating costs on a per-barrel basis of 
all SPR sites. Consolidation of the 
Facility’s stored oil and storage capacity 


Federal Register / Vol. 54, No. 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Notices 


into other SPR sites would result in 
significant savings for the SPR program. 
In addition, the Facility’s drawdown 
capability is significantly constrained; 
the Facility has a drawdown capability 
of approximately 100,000 barrels per 
day, currently about 3 percent of the 
SPR’s total drawdown capability, and 
would have to share pipeline capacity 
during drawdown with the SPR’s West 
Hackberry site. In light of these and 
other factors, DOE plans to 
decommission the Facility and expand 
the storage capacity at other SPR sites 
by an equivalent volume (26 million 
barrels). The DOE is preparing an 
Environmental Assessment for this 
action in compliance with the NEPA 
review process. 

This solicitation is issued under 
section 159(f}(D) of the EPCA, 42 U.S.C. 
6239(f}(D), which authorizes the 
Secretary to “sell or otherwise dispose 
of storage * * * facilities” of the SPR. In 
connection with a sale of the Facility 
under the EPCA, DOE also could 
exchange the 26 million barrels of oil 
stored therein for an equivalent quantity 
of other oil of suitable quality for 
storage in other SPR facilities. 

It should be emphasized that DOE is 


. not, with this announcement, soliciting 


proposals for the purchase of the 
Sulphur Mines facility. Further, 
submission of a Statement of Interest to 
this Solicitation does not commit a 
submitter to respond to an invitation for 
offers to purchase the Facility. 
Objective 

The objective of this solicitation is to 
assist DOE in determining what interest 
exists in purchasing the Facility, with its 
existing improvements, for use as a 
hydrocarbon storage facility, or for brine 
production. DOE will take this 
information into account in deciding 
whether a sale of the site, with the 
existing improvements, for these or 
related commercial purposes would be 
an effective means of recovering as 
much as possible of the Government's 
investment in the site. However, DOE 
reserves the right to consider other 
disposal options. 
Facility Location and Description 

The SPR's Sulphur Mines storage 
facility is situated on 174 acres owned 
by DOE in Calcasieu Parish in 
Southwestern Louisiana, 12 miles west 
of Lake Charles and 2 miles west of the 
town of Sulphur, both in Louisiana. The 
site is situated on the southwest section 
of the Sulphur Mines salt dome. 
Bordering the DOE land are industrial 
brine production and petroleum product 
(ethylene) storage operations carried out 
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by PPG Industries and Union Texas 
Petroleum Corporation. There are five 
SPR crude oil storage caverns in this salt 
dome at depths between 2450 and 3400 
feet. All of the caverns (numbered 2, 4, 5, 
6, and 7) originally were developed 
through industrial brine operations. 
Three caverns (Nos. 2, 4, and 5) have 
coalesced as a result of brining 
operations prior to DOE’s acquisition of 
the site; their combined capacity is 
approximately 13 million barrels. The 
remaining two caverns have capacities 
of approximately 6 and 7 million barrels. 
The quantity and quality of oil stored in 
each cavern is shown below: 








Quantity 
(Million 
Barrels) 


Oil Handling System 


The crude oil handling system 
consists of a series of pipes, valves, 
meters, pumps and other equipment for 
transporting crude oil between caverns 
and to and from the site via a DOE- 
owned 16-inch pipeline, which is 
connected to a DOE-owned 42-inch 
pipeline running from the SPR's West 
Hackberry, Louisiana storage facility to 
the Sun Marine Terminal at Nederland, 
Texas. The 42-inch pipeline is not 
subject to sale. The DOE has a perpetual 
easement (assignable) for the 16-inch 
pipeline. 


Raw Water System 


The DOE-owned raw water intake 
structure, located on the Sabine River 
Diversion Channel, 1.8 miles east of the 
site, is connected to the Sulphur Mines 
site by a DOE-owned 12-inch pipeline 
for which the DOE has a perpetual 
easement (assignable). There are two 
raw-water, diesel-driven horizontal 
pumps located at the Diversion Channel 
raw water intake structure, each of 
which is capable of moving water to the 
site's two 100,000 barrel-capacity brine/ 
raw water ponds at a rate of 4,285 
barrels per hour, or about 100,000 
barrels per day. Three low-pressure 
vertical raw water/brine booster pumps 
take suction from the ponds and supply 
raw water to three high-pressure 
injection pumps which supply water to 
the weliheads for leaching. 


Brine System 


The brine handling system utilizes the 
raw water system of ponds, pumps and 
associated piping and valves, to 
transport brine via a 16-inch DOE- 


owned pipeline, for which the DOE has 
a perpetual easement (assignable), to 
four brine injection wells located on 68 
acres of DOE-owned land 
approximately two miles to the 
southwest of the main site. Brine is 
injected through screened wells into 
several saline aquifers that lie between 
depths of approximately 4500-4900 feet. 
Each well is designed to accept brine at 
an average rate of 20,000 barrels per 
day, a total sustained rate of 80,000 
barrels per day. 


Other Equipment 


The Facility has a fire protection 
system consisting of a 500,000 gallon 
flush/fire water tank and associated 
pumps and piping. The Facility also 
includes a sewage treatment plant, a 
potable water system, and an extensive 
electrical system with an 
uninterruptable power supply. In 
addition, the Facility has a main control 
building consisting of approximately 
5,000 square feet of office and control- 
monitoring space. 

All underground crude oil pipelines 
are coated with coal tar epoxy and are 
protected from external corrosion by 
anode beds. Appropriate measures have 
been taken to protect all pipelines from 
internal corrosion. 


Environmental Permitting Status 


A total of 24 Federal, state and local 
permits for facility operations have been 
issued to the DOE to insure compliance 
with appropriate regulations. A listing of 
all permits and their status is included 
in documents that are available in the 
public reading rooms identified below. 


Statement of Interest 


Submitters of Statements of Interest 
under this announcement are 
encouraged to provide specific 
information regarding their interest in 
the Facility in order to enable DOE to 
assess the extent of private sector 
interest in acquiring the Facility. 
Statements of Interest should identify 
the appropriate person or persons to be 
contacted by DOE regarding the 
submission. In addition, Statements of 
Interest may include: 

(1) A description of proposed uses of 
the Facility which the submitter is 
considering. 

(2) An expression of interest in 
acquiring the 26 million barrels of oil 
stored therein, in exchange for other oil 
that would be supplied to the SPR. 

(3) Any options, alternatives, etc., 
which the submitter believes DOE might 
wish to consider in structuring a sale of 
the Facility. 

(4) A discussion of any issues (e.g. 
operating costs of the Facility) that the 
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submitter believes need to be addressed 
in order to enable the submitter to 
submit a proposal to purchase the 
Facility. 

(5) A statement of the estimated time 
that it would take the submitter to 
prepare a formal proposal in response to 
an invitation for offers to purchase the 
Facility. 

(6) A description of any equipment 
tests or facility inspections that the 
submitter may want to arrange in 
connection with consideration of 
possible acquisition of the Facility. 

(7) Identification of documents, data 
or information not listed below in the 
“Documents Available for Review” 
section of this notice, which the 
submitter believes will be helpful to a 
consideration of a potential acquisition 
of the Facility. 


Proprietary Information 


A submitter shall designate on each 
and every page of its submission, any 
data or information, including the fact 
that a Statement of Interest has been 
submitted, which the submitter does not 
want disclosed to the public or used by 
the Government for any purpose other 
than evaluation for the purposes 
described herein. 


Information Sources 


Additional detailed information may 
be found at the following DOE Public 
Reading Rooms and public library 
locations: 

¢ Public Reading Room, U.S. 
Department of Energy, Forrestal 
Building, 1000 Independenc? Avenue 
SW, Wshington, DC 20585, Room No. 
1E-190. Telephone: (202) 586-6020, 9:00 
a.m.-4:00 p.m., Monday thru Friday. 

¢ Public Reading Room, U.S. 
Department of Energy, Building 850, SPR 
Library, 850 Commerce Road East 
(Harahan), New Orleans, Louisiana 
70123. Telephone: (504) 734-4802, 7:30 
a.m.—4:30 p.m., Monday thru Friday. 

¢ Calcasieu Parish Library, 3900 
Ernest Street, Lake Charles, Louisiana 
70605. Telephone: (318) 477-1358, 9:00 
a.m.-9:00 p.m., Monday thru Thursday; 
9:00 a.m.—5:30 p.m. Friday; 9:00 a.m.-5:00 
p.m. Saturday; 2:00 p.m.—5:00 p.m., 
Sunday. 

© Calcasieu Parish Library, Sulphur 
Branch, 232 Ash Street, Sulphur, 
Louisiana 70663. Telephone: (318) 527- 
7200, 9:00 a.m.-6:00 p.m., Monday thru 
Thursday; 9:00 a.m.—5:30 p.m. Friday; 
9:00 a.m.—1:00 p.m. Saturday. 


Documents Available for Review 


The following are the types of 
documents that are available in the 
listed DOE Public Reading Rooms: 
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(1) Environmental Impact Statement 

(2) Legal Description of Sulphur Mines 
Property (Including Tracts) 

(3) Estate (Description of Interest 
Acquired) 

(4) Segment maps 

(5) Accommodation Agreement 

(6) List of Permits 

(7) Description of Permanent 
Improvements 

(8} Sulphur Mines Underground 
Storage Facility Description 

(9) Strategic Petroleum Reserve 
Annual Report (1988) 


Submision Preparation Costs 


The Department is under no obligation 
to pay for any costs associated with the 
preparation of Statements of Interest. 
DATE 

The deadline date for receipt of 
submissions at the address identified 
below is August 15, 1989. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

U.S. Department of Energy, Office of 
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve, Mail 
Stop FE-42, 1000 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, DC 20585. Attention: 
Richard E. Smith (202-586-4698). 


J. Allen Wampler, 

Assistant Secretary for Fossil Energy. 
[FR Doc. 89-15541 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


[ER-FRL-36 10-4] 


Environmental impact Statements; 
Availability 


Responsible Agency: Office of Federal 
Activities, General Information (202) 
382-5073 or (202) 382-5075. Availability 
of Environmental Impact Statements 
Filed June 19, 1989 Through June 23, 1989 
Pursuant to 40 CFR 1506.9. 

EIS No. 890167, Draft, AFS, MT, 
Wilson Creek Gold Project, Exploration 
and Mining Operating Plan Approval, 
Elkhorn Mountain Range, Helena 
National Forest, Helena County, MT, 
Due: August 14, 1989, Contact: Bill 
Straley (406) 449-5201. 

EIS No, 890168, Draft, AFS, OK, AR, 
Ozark/Ouachita Mountains Vegetation 
Management Plan, Implementation, 

_ Ouachita, Ozark and St. Francis 
National Forests, AR and McCurtain 
and LeFlore Counties, OK, Due: 
September 7, 1989, Contact: Steve 
McCorquodale (404) 347-7076. 

EIS No. 890169, Final, FHW, CA, CA- 
76 Bypass Expressway Construction, I-5 
to Mission Avenue Near Frontier Drive, 
Funding and 404 Permit, City of _ 
Oceanside, San Diego County, CA, Due: 


July 31, 1989, Contact: Susan Klekar 
(916) 551-1307. 

EIS No. 890170, Final, FHW, AL, 
Corridor X Highway Construction, 
Walker/Jefferson County Line to US 31, 
Funding and Possible 404 Permit, 
Birmingham Metropolitan Area, 
Jefferson County, ASL, Due: July 31, 
1989, Contact: Joe Wilkerson (205) 832- 
7370. 

EIS No. 890171, Craft, AFS, CA, Bear 
Creek Timber Sale and Road 
Construction, Pattison Roadless Area, 
Shasta-Trinity National Forest, Trinity 
County, CA, Due: August 17, 1989, 
Contact: Dan Angello (916) 628-5227. 

EIS No. 890172, Draft, BOP, SC, Estill 
Minimum Security Federal Prison Camp, 
Construction and Operation, Estill, 
Hampton County, SC, Due: August 14, 
1989, Contact: William Patrick (202) 272- 
6871. 

EIS No. 890173, Draft, AFS, ID, 
Valbois Destination Resort Village, 
Special Permit and Land Use/Resource 
Management Plans Amendments, 
Cascade Lake, Bolise National Forest, 
Valley County, ID, Due: August 14, 1989, 
Contact: Greg Spangenberg (208) 364— 
4104. 

EIS No. 890174, Final, AFS, NM, Las 
Huertas Canyon Land and Resource 
Management Plan, Implementation, 
Cibola National Forest, Bernalillo and 
Sandoval Counties, NM, Due: July 31, 
1989, Contact: Jimmy Hibbetts (505) 275- 
5207. 


Amended Notices 


EIS No. 890100, Draft, COE, CA, 
Batiquitos Lagoon Enhancement Project, 
Restoration and Improvement, 
Implementation, City of Carlsbad, San 
Diego County, CA, Due: June 12, 1989, 
Contact: David J. Castanon (213) 894— 
5606. 


Published FR 4-28-89—Review period 
extended. 


Dated: June 27, 1989. 
Richard E. Sanderson, 
Director, Office of Federal Activities. 
[FR Doc. 89-15557 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


[PF 520; FRL-3610-9] 


Petition Proposing Revocation of Food 
Additive Tolerances 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

ACTION: Notice of receipt of petition 
proposing revocation. 





SUMMARY: This document provides 
notice of receipt of a petition proposing 
that all food additive regulations for the 
pesticides benomyl, chlordimeform, 
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dichlorvos (DDVP), dicofol, mancozeb, 
phosmet, and trifluralin be revoked. The 
petition was filed by the State of 
California, the Natural Resources 
Defense Council, Public Citizen, the 
AFL-CIO, and several individuals. 


Date: Comments, identified by the 
document control number (PF 520), must 
be received on or before August 29, 1989. 


appress: By mail, submit, written 
comments to: Public Docket and 
Freedom of Information Section, Field 
Operations Division (H7506C), Office of 
Pesticide Programs, Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M St., SW., 
Washington, DC 20460. In person bring 
comments to: Rm. 246, CM No. 2, 1921 
Jefferson Davis Highway, Arlington, VA 
22202. 

Information submitted as a comment 
concerning this notice may be claimed 
confidential by marking any part or all 
of that information as “Confidential 
Business Information” (CBI). 
Information so marked will not be 
disclosed except in accordance with the 
procedures set forth in 40 CFR Part 2.A 
copy of the comment that does not 
contain CBI must be submitted for 
inclusion in the public record. 
Information not marked confidential 
may be disclosed publicly by EPA 
without prior notice. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jack E. Housenger, Special Review 
Branch, Special Review and 
Reregistration Division (H7508C), Office 
of Pesticide Programs, 401 M St., SW., 
Washington, DC 20460. Office location 
and Telephone Number: Room 1006, CM 
No. 2, 1921 Jefferson Davis Highway, 
Arlington, VA (703 577-7400). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May 
25, 1989, EPA received a petition under 
section 409(h) of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act, 21 U.S.C. 348(h), to 
revoke the food additive regulations for 
the pesticides benomyl, chlordimeform, 
dichlorvos (DDVP) dicofol, mancozeb, 
phosmet, and trifluralin. The petition 
was filed by the State of California, the 
Natural Resources Defense Council, 
Public Citizen, the AFL-CIO, and 
several individuals. The petition is 
published in full below. 

Before the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency 

No. 

Petition to Protect the Public Health by 
Repealing the Food Additive 
Regulations. 


Introduction 


This is a petition under section 409(h), 
21 U.S.C. 348(h), of the Federal Food, 
Drug and Cosmetic Act (“FDC Act’) to 








Federal Register / Vol. 54, No. 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Notices 


27701 





revoke the food additive regulations for 
seven pesticides: Benomyl, 
Chlordimeform, Dichlorvos (DDVP), 
Dicofol, Mancozeb, Phosmet and 
Trifluralin. The petition is based on the 
ground that after section 409 food 
additive regulations were initially 
adopted for these pesticides in the 
absence of any data showing that the 
pesticides caused cancer, EPA 
determined that they are indeed 
carcinogens. The subsequent 
determination triggers application of the 
Delaney Anti-Cancer Amendment and 
requires that EPA revoke the existing 
regulations that permit these 
carcinogens in processed foods. 

Since the EPA has already determined 
that these pesticides are animal 
carcinogens, 53 FR 41104, October 19, 
1988, there are no diputed facts that are 
material to this petition. Therefore, it is 
unnecessary for the EPA to hold a 
hearing or any other prolonged 
proceeding prior to acting on this 
petition. Instead, the only issue for EPA 
to decide is whether the Delaney clause 
requires these pesticides to be used in 
processed foods be revoked. 

In the October 19, 1988 Federal 


Register notice, EPA announced its view 


that the Delaney clause applies 
prospectively only and is not applicable 
to currently registered pesticides. 
Although EPA claims that this policy is 
of a longstanding nature, the October 19, 
1988 statement is the first normal 
expression of the policy. 

This petition is based on a different 
interpretation of the law than that 
advanced by EPA in the October 19, 
1988 Federal Register notice. We 
contend that the Delaney clause applies 
to processed foods regardless of when 
the carcinogenicity was discovered. If 
EPA adheres to its view that the 
Delaney clause does not apply 
retrospectively, then it should promptly 
deny the petition. On the other hand, if 
EPA agrees with the petitioners that the 
Delaney clause apples to currently- 
registered pesticides that are animal 
carcinogens, then it should promptly 
grant the petition, revoke the relevant 
regulations, and simultaneously initiate 
steps to expeditiously revoke the 
October 19, 1988 Federal Register policy 
statement. In any event, petitioners 
request that EPA act expeditiously. 


Petitioners 


Petitioner John K. Van de Kamp, 
Attorney General of the State of 
California, is the chief law enforcement 
officer of the State of California and is 
charged with the authority to file actions 
he deems necessary to safeguard the 
public interest and people of the State, 
and specifically, to protect the 
environment and natural resources of 
the State. Cal. Const., art. V, section 13; 
Cal. Gov. Code sections 12511, 12600- 
12612. He is participating in this 
proceedings on behalf of the People of 
California. 

Petitioner Public Citizen is a nonprofit, 
public interest organization supported 
by annua! contributions from 
approximately 60,000 members 
throughout the United States. Since 1971, 
Public Citizen and its Health Research 
Group have engaged in research and 


- advocacy to promote safe food and 


specifically to prohibit carcinogenic and 
other hazardous chemicals from entering 
the food supply. Public Citizen petitions 

on behalf of its members. 

Petitioner American Federation of 
Labor and Congress of Industrial 
Organizations (“AFL-CIO”) is a 
federation of 101 national and 
international unions with a total 
membership of approximately 14.5 
million working men and woman that is 
headquartered in Washington, DC. 
Nearly all of the AFL-CIO affiliates’ 
members consume processed foods 
regulated by EPA. Among the purposes 
of the AFL-CIO is to make the members 
of its affiliates aware of potential 
adverse health and safety risks, 
including risks resulting from exposure 
to pesticides and to enah!e its affiliates 
to take appropriate steps to protect 
those members. AFL-CIO petitions on 
behalf of its members. 

Petitioner National Resources Defense 
Council (NRDC) is a nonprofit, 
environmental organization with over 
100,000 members and contributors 
nationwide. NRDC has a longstanding 
interest in improving EPA's regulation of 
pesticides and other toxic chemicals and 
in ensuring that pesticide residue levels 
in food are restricted in order to protect 
the public health. NRDC petitions on 
behalf of its members. 


Petitioner Kathleen E. Les, the mother 
of Frances Les Thomas, age one, joins 
the petitions individually and on behalf 
of her child. Each is exposed to 
pesticides daily through pesticides in 
processed food regulated by defendants. 
Kathleen E. Les and Frances Les 
Thomas reside in Sacramento, 
California, 

Petitioner Manuel Jesus Perez Morales 
is a 29-year-old California farmworker 
and the father of petitioner David R. 
Perez, age seven, and Manuel R. Perez, 
age two. Each regularly consumes 
processed foods which contain 
pesticides regulated by defendants. 
Because Manuel Jesus Perez Morales 
lives in an agricultural community, he is 
additionally exposed to pesticides as a 
result of air and water contamination. 
Also, he is exposed on the job. Most 
recently, he was employed as a 
pesticide applicator. In August 1987, he 
was so severely exposed to a series of 
pesticides that he has since been unable 
to work. 


Facts 


In the October 19, 1988 Federal 
Register notice, EPA identified 66 
pesticides for which it has evidence of 
carcinogenicity (53 FR 41108 Appendix 
B). Each of those pesticides is classified 
into a group depending on the strength 
of the evidence of its carcinogenicity. 
The two groups that are relevant to this 
petition are Groups B2 and C. Group B2 
identifies pesticides that EPA has 
classified as “Probable Human 
Carcinogen{s]” based at least in part on 
“sufficient evidence of carcinogenicity 
from animal studies.” /d. at 41118. Group 
C identifies pesticides that are “Possible 
Human Carcinogen{s]” on the basis of 
“{ljimited evidence of carcinogenicity in 
animals in the absence of huntan data.” 
Id. EPA has determined that both groups 
are animal carcinogens, although there 
is less evidence that the pesticide is a 
human carcinogen if the pesticide is in 
Group C than if it is in Group B2. 

Using EPA's own list petitioners have 
identified seven pesticides that fall 
within Group B2 or Group C and which 
also have section 409 processed food 
tolerances that are greater than their 
tolerances are identified on the chart 
below. 








B2 


In addition to the authorities cited, petitioners 
are relying on, and hereby incorporate by reference, 


Section 408 tolerance (parts per million) 









Section 409 tolerance (parts per million) 


Stata batman ctlktcaansapssnto’ 50 raisins, 50 tomato products, (21 CFR 193.30; 40 CFR 


the report of the National Academy of Sciences, 
Regulating Pesticides in Food, and the Delaney 


185.350). 
| 4.0 plums/fresh prunes (40 CFR 180.285) ...........seseceseeneseeesseenes | 15.0 dried prunes (21 CFR 193.60; 21 CFR 185.170). 


Paradox (National Academy Press, 1987 (“NAS 
Report”). 
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undersigned attorneys for Public Citizen and NRDC 


to grant the objections to the extension of the tolerance for 


Since the time each of these pesticides 
was placed on the market, EPA has 
determined on the basis of newly 
developed evidence that the pesticide 
induces cancer in animals, within the 
meaning of the Delaney clause. 
Nevertheless, each pesticide has a 
section 409 tolerance that permits 
greater residues in processed foods than 
are permitted on the raw agricultural 
product. Therefore, this petition raises 
no factual issues, and the issue for EPA 
to resolve is whether the Delaney clause 
applies in such circumstances.* 


Discussion 
1. Applicable Statutory Provisions 


Pesticides are subject to a number of 
different statutes, including the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide 
Act (“FIFRA”), 7 U.S.C. 138 et seq., the 
Pesticide Amendment to the Federal 
Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act (“FDC 
Act”), 21 U.S.C. 346a, and the Food 
Additives Amendment to the FDC Act, 
21 U.S.C. 348. 

Before a pesticide is permitted to be 
sold in the United States, certain tests 
must be conducted and submitted to 
EPA for review, including tests for 
carcinogenicity. See FIFRA, sections 
3(c)(1)(B), 3(c)(2)(A), 7 U.S.C. 
136a(c)(1}(B), 136a(c)(2)(A). Such test 
data is also used to set residue 
tolerances under section 408 of the FDC 
Act, 21 U.S.C. 346a, and food additive 
tolerances for processed foods under 
section 409 of the Act, 21 U.S.C. 348. 

Section 409 applies to all substances 
that qualify as “food additives,” within 
the meaning of section 201(s), 21 U.S.C. 
321. If a pesticide use qualifies as a 
“food additive,” then EPA may not 
approve it unless it is “safe” within the 
meaning of section 409. Under the 
Delaney clause, EPA may not find any 


3 If the Agency determines that any of the seven 
pesticides does not induce cancer within the 
meaning of the Delaney clause, that determination 
should not delay the resolution of the legal issues 
raised as to the pesticides for which it is undisputed 
that cancer is induced. In that event, we request 
that EPA act promptly on the petition with respect 
to the pesticides that it agrees induce cancer in 
animals. 


nonperishable, bagged, 
‘ood 21 CFR 193.140; 40 CFR 185.1900). 


processed 


45 dried tea (40 CFR 185.410). 


193.460; 40 CFR 185.6300). 

0.2 cottonseed oil (40 CFR 185.350). 

2.0 spearmint, peppermint oil (21 CFR 193.400; 40 CFR 
185.5900). 


in a May 11, 1989 


food additive pesticide to be “safe” 
where the pesticide, regardless of the 
level of risk, is “found to induce cancer 
when ingested by man or animal.” 
(Section 409(c)(3)(A), 21 U.S.C. 
348(c)(3)(A)). 

Section 201(s) defines “food 
additives” as “any substance which 
either becomes a component or 
otherwise affect[s] the characteristics of 
food,” unless it is “a pesticide chemical 
in or on a row agricultural commodity.” 
(21 U.S.C. 321(s)(1) (emphasis added); 
see also section 201(s)(2), 21 U.S.C. 
321(s)(2)). Therefore, pesticides in 
processed foods are subject to the Food 
Additives Amendment and the Delaney 
clause. 

Section 402(a)(2)(C) provides the legal 
basis for enforcement actions with 
respect to adulterated food sold in 
violation of the Food Additives 
Amendment, which is therefore subject 
to seizure. 21 U.S.C. 342(a)(2)(C); see 
also sections 301-304, 21 U.S.C. 331-334. 
However, section 402(a)(2}(C) also 
provides “where a particular chemical 
has been used in or on a raw 
agricultural commodity in conformity 
with an exemption granted or a 
tolerance prescribed under section 408” 
and when the product has been 
processed, then the product shall “not 
be deemed unsafe” if the residue “has 
been removed to the extent possible” 
and if the concentration of the residue 
“is not greater than the tolerance 
prescribed on the raw agricultural 
commodity.” (21 U.S.C. 342(a)(2)(C)). 
Thus, the effect of all these provisions is 
that pesticides used in processed foods 
that may concentrate at levels above the 
section 408 residue allowed in raw 
products are illegal unless permitted 
pursuant to a food additive regulation 
pursuant to section 409. Such a 
regulation must comply with the 
Delaney clause. 


2. The October 19, 1988 Policy Statement 


Since Federal regulation of pesticide 
use first began, scientific standards for 
assessing the risk of their use have 
become considerably more 
sophisticated and accurate. For 


pemeens 2S aes So eruante foee. 


proceeding that is now pending. As the 
Henry Gluckstern, EPA is legaily ‘required 


an Mant which auld tine Gos tech ol mamedienety Gaede ie Uae. 


example, prior to 1963, no tests were 
required regarding a pesticide’s 
potential cancer-causing properties, and 
it was not until 1978 that EPA adopted 
final carcinogenicity data requirements. 
Therefore, when residue tolerances 
were initially established for many 
pesticides, no consideration was given 
to carcinogenicity. 

Since 1972, however, EPA has been 
reviewing the safety of all pesticides 
registered prior to that time. During the 
course of the review, it became clear 
that a large number of pesticides are 
carcinogens and, because they 
concentrate in processed foods, are 
being sold in violation of the Delaney 
clause. Therefore, in February 1985, EPA 
requested the National Academy of 
Sciences (NAS) to conduct a study of 
the likely impact of the Delaney clause 
on the regulation of pesticides. The NAS 
issued its report in May 1987 which both 
discussed the high risk levels of many 
pesticides used in foods today and 
recommended legislative changes in the 
pesticide laws, including the Delaney 
clause. 

Rather than following the NAS’s 
recommendation, in October 1988, EPA 
issued its policy statement, unilaterally 
declaring that the Delaney clause does 
not apply to pesticides found to induce 
cancer in animals after being registered, 
but that the Delaney clause applies, if at 
all, only to newly registered pesticides. 

In support of this argument, EPA 
points out that the Delaney clause is 
contained in section 409(c), which is the 
provision applicable to petitions to list 
new food additives (53 FR 41108). EPA 
claims that section 409(h), which 
governs the amendment or repeal of 
existing section 409 regulations, “does 
not expressly require repeal of food 
additives regulations when new data 
indicate that the pesticide induces 
cancer.” (53 FR 41108). That 
characterization of the statute is wrong. 

Section 309(h) requires EPA to issue 
regulations governing amendment or 
repeal of food additive regulations, and 
it further states that “such procedures 
shall conform to the procedure provided 








Federal Register / Vol. 54, No. 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Notices 


in this section for the promulgation of 
such regulations.” (21 U.S.C. 348(h)). The 
“procedure provided in this section” for 
new food additive regulations is 
contained in sections 409(b) and 409({c), 
and the latter contains the Delaney 
clause (21 U.S.C. 348{c)(3)(A)). Thus, 
section 409(h) requires EPA to use the 
same standard in revoking tolerances 
that it uses in granting them. Therefore, 
the language and structure of the statute 
demonstrate that the Delaney clause 
applies to pesticides that are currently 
on the market. 

The FDA, which administers section 
409 with respect to non-pesticide food 
additives, has consistently interpreted 
section 409(h) as incorporating the 
Delaney clause and therefore as 
requiring it to ban food additives that 
were determined to be animal 
carcinogens after they had been sold for 
a long period of time. Thus, in 1977, it 
relied on the Delaney clause to support 
its proposal to ban saccharin, although 
that decision was ultimately overruled 
by special congressional legislation. See 
42 FR 19996, April 15, 1977. Recently, in 
considering whether to repeal the 
section 409 food additive regulation 
governing the use of methylene chloride 
in decaffeinated coffee, the FDA 
considered the Delaney clause to be 
applicable (50 FR 51551 December 18, 
1985). 

As the United States Court of Claims 
held in California Canners & Growers 
Association v. United States, 9 Cl. Ct. 
774, 782 (1986), in considering damage 
claims based on the FDA's ban of 
cyclamates, the “statute contemplates 
carcinogenicity known at the time an 
application for approval is filed, but it is 
undisputed that the Secretary has a 
statutory obligation to declare unsafe 
approved products that are 
subsequently found to endanger public 
health and safety.” Although cyclamates 
had been marketed without a food 
additive petition on the ground that the 
substance was generally recognized as 
safe, the court's statement and the 
reasoning behind it apply fully to food 
additives (including pesticides in 
processed foods) that have tolerances. 

Since the Delaney Clause’s enactment 
in 1958, the FDA has interpreted its 
proscriptions as equally applicable to 
new and old food additives which are 
found to be carcinogenic. The FDA and 
its parent agency, the Department of 
Health, Education and Welfare, played a 
key role in drafting the Food Additives 
Amendment of 1958, and were the sole 
Federal authority responsible for 
implementing the statute until EPA was 
created in 1970. Accordingly, its 
interpretation of the statute is entitled to 


great weight. Norwegian Nitrogen 
Products Co. v. U.S., 288 U.S. 294, 315 
(1933); Community Nutrition Institute v. 
Young, 106 S.Ct. 2360 (1986); Chevron v. 
Natural Resources Defense Council, 467 
U.S. 837 (1984). Similarly, in its Report, 
the National Academy of Sciences 
concluded that the Delaney Clause is 
applicable to pesticides that are 
currently on the market and that qualify 
as “food additives” under the FDC Act 
(NAS Report, p. 91). Indeed, the Report 
identified a number of processed food 
tolerances, including the seven at issue 
in this petition, which it concluded 
“appear to conflict with the Delaney 
Clause.” Jd. at 5. 

In Environmental Defense Fund v. 
EPA, 428 F.2d 1083 (1970), the United 
States Court of Appeals for the District 
of Columbia Circuit considered this 
issue in evaluating a petition to amend 
the tolerances for the pesticide DDT. 
The provision at issue there, section 
408(m) of the Pesticide Amendments to 
the FDC Act, 21 U.S.C. 346a(m)}, is 
analogous to section 409(h) of the Food 
Additives Amendment to the Act, 21 


U.S.C. 348(h), the provision at issue here. 


According to the D.C. Circuit, 


Once new evidence bearing on the safety 
of pesticide residues has been adduced or 
cited sufficient to justify reopening the issue 
of the validity of existing tolerances, as in the 
present case, the burden of establishing the 
safety of any tolerance remains on those who 
seek to permit a residue. Jn this connection 
we note that the statute itself explicitly 
requires that the procedures for amending or 
repealing tolerances should be the same as 
those for establishing tolerances. 21 U.S.C. 
346a(m). 


Id. at 1092 n.27 (empliasis added). In its 
use of the term “procedures,” the Court 
was referring to the subs{antive 
standard, which is applicable both at 
the time the initial tolerances is adopted 
and when it is amended or repealed. 
Thus, the foregoing demonstrates that 
the NAS Report was correct in 
concluding that there is “no convincing 
legal or scientific basis for the EPA 
* * * to avoid applying the standards of 
section 409, including the Delancy 
Clause, to currently registered 
compound.” (NAS Report, p. 91). 


Conclusion 


For the foregoing reasons, petitioners 
urge that the section 409 tolerances for 
Benomyl, Chlordimeform, Dichlorvos 
(DDVP), Dicofol, Mancozeb, Phosmet, 
and Trifluralin be repealed. Petitioners 
also urge that EPA waive any applicable 
fees since they are acting in the public 
interest. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
John K. Van D. Kamp, 
Attorney General of the State of California. 
Andrea Sheridan Ordin, 
Chief Assistant Attorney General. 
Theodora Berger, 
Assistant Attorney General. 
Gail Ruderman Feuer, 


Cliff Rechtxchaffen, 


Depty Attorneys General, 3580 Wilshire 
Boulevard, Suite 600, Los Angeles, CA 90010, 
(213) 736-7827. 


Attorneys for John K. Van de Kamp, 
Attorney, General of CA 
William B, Schultz, 
Patti A. Goldman, 


Public Citizen Litigation Group, Suite 700, 
2000 P. Street, NW., Washington, DC 20036, 
(202) 785-3704. 


Attorneys for Public Citizen 


Laurence Gold, 

815 16th Street, NW., Washington, DC 20006, 
(202) 637-5390. 

Stephen P. Berzon, 


Altshuler & Berzon, 177 Post Street, Suite 300, 
San Francisco, CA 94108. 


Attorneys for AFL-CIO 


Albert H. Meyerhoff, 
Natural Resourcers Defense Council, 90 New 


Montgomery Street, Suite 620, San Francisco, 
CA 94105, (415) 777-0220. 


Attorney for Natural Resources Defense 
Council, Kathleen E. Les and Frances Les 
Thomas 


Ralph Santiago Abascal, 

California Rural Legal Assistance, Inc., 2111 
Mission, Suite 401, San Francisco, CA 94110, 
(415) 864-3405. 


Attorney for Daniel R. Perez, Manual Jesus 
Perez and Manual R. Perez 


May 24, 1989. 


All written comment will be available 
for public inspection from 8 a.m. to 4 
p.m., Monday through Friday, excluding 
holidays in the Public Docket and 
Freedom of Information Section, Field 
Operations Division, (H7506C), Office of 
Pesticide Programs, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Room 246, Crystal 
Mall No. 2, 1921 Jefferson Davis 
Highway, Arlington, VA 22202. 
Telephone: 703/557-2805. 

Dated: June 27, 1989. 


Douglas D. Campt, 
Director, Office of Pesticide Programs. 


[FR Doc. 89-15560 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-™ 
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[FRL-3610-7] 

Availability and Review of Proposed 
Enforcement Agreements; Ocean 
Dumping of Sewage Sludge 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

ACTION: Notice of availability and 
review. 


summary: EPA announces the 
availability of proposed judicial consent 
decrees and enforcement agreements 
(Agreements) for the City of New York 
and the County of Westchester. These 
agreements are now available for public 
review and comment in accordance with 
the requirements of the Ocean Dumping 
Ban Act of 1988. 

EPA has received complete 
applications from the following New 
Jersey and New York sewage sludge 
generators: ' Bergen County Utilities 
Authority, Joint Meeting of Essex and 
Union Counties, Linden Roselle 
Sewerage Authority, Middlesex County 
Utilities Authority, Passaic Valley 
Sewerage Commissioners, Rahway 
Valley Sewerage Authority, New York 
City Department of Environmental 
Protection (NYCDEP), and Westchester 
County Department of Environmental 
Facilities (WCDEF) for issuance of 
special permits to transport and dispose 
of sewage sludge under the Marine 
Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries 
Act of 1972, 33 U.S.C. 1401. In 
conjunction with preparing permit 
conditions for each applicant and 
making a tentative determination to 
issue these permits for a term ending on 
March 17, 1991, EPA has drafted 
Enforcement Agreements to ensure that 
the applicants agressively pursue 
through completion the implementation 
of alternative disposal methods as 
required by the Ocean Dumping Ban 
Act. All of the New York applicants 
have now accepted these Agreements. 
EPA and the State of New York have 

- accepted their cessation schedules. We 
have not reached agreement with the 
New Jersey authorities. 


DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before July 12, 1989. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments to: Bruce 
Kiselica, Chief, Ocean Dumping Task 
Force, EPA, Regioin II, 26 Federal Plaza, 
Room 813, New York, New York 10278- 
0090. 


? A complete application was also received from 
Nassau County Department of Public Works 
(NCDPW). Its Agreement was notice in the Federal 
Register on June 20, 1989. 


These proposed Agreements are 
available for public inspection at the 
above address. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Bruce Kiselica, Chief, Ocean Dumping 
Task Force, EPA, Region II, 26 Federal 
Plaza, Room 813, New York, New York 
10278-0090, (212) 264-5693. 

Public meeting sessions regarding 
these documents have been scheduled 
as follows: 


July 5—Long Branch Municipal Building, 
Second Floor, Council Chamber, 344 
Broadway, Long Branch, New Jersey 

July 6—Jacob K. Javits Federal Building, 
26 Federal Plaza, Room 305C, New 
York, New York 

July 7—Nassau County Executive 
Building, Fifth Floor, Board of 
Supervisors’ Meeting Room, 1 West 
Street, Mineola, New York 


Afternoon meeting sessions will be held 
at each of the above locations 
commencing at 1:00 PM. Additionally, 
evening sessions will be held on July 5 
and 7, 1989, commencing at 6:00 PM. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
NCDPW’s Agreement was published in 
the Federai Register on June 20, 1989 (54 
FR 25902). This notice today discusses 
two of the other eight ocean dumpers. 
The only major differences among the 
various Agreements are the specific 
interim schedules for ceasing ocean 
disposal and long term schedules for 
implementing final alternatives to ocean 
disposal, provisions concerning special 
masters, and varying amounts of 
stipulated penalties depending on the 
size of the dumping operation. The 
applicants have developed the following 
plans for their sludges as part of the 
Agreements. The New York applicants 
proposes to dewater and out-of-state 
landfill or use a private vender on an 
interim basis. They are each 
investigating the full range of sludge 
management alternatives for use on a 
long term basis. The applicants propose 
to implement their plans by the 
following dates: 


As noted in the Federal Register notice 
published on June 20, 1989, NCDPW 
plans to cease ocean dumping 50% of its 
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sludge by June 30, 1991 and 100% by 
December 31, 1991 using interim 
measures. Its long term alternative will 
be implemented by December 31, 1994. 
The proposed enforcement 
agreements may be inspected, and 
arrangements made for copying, at the 
above office between 9:00 a.m. and 4:00 
p.m., Monday through Friday, except 
federal holidays. The file supporting the 
related proposed permits required under 
the Marine Protection, Research, and 
Sanctuaries Act is also available for 
public inspection at the above address. 
The proposed permits were similarly 
available during a separate comment 
period, which closed on April 28, 1989. 
Dated: June 23, 1989. 
James R. Marshall, 
Acting Regional Administrator for Region I. 
[FR Doc. 89-15546 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 





FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 


Filing Dates for California Special 
Election 


AGENCY: Federal Election Commission. 


ACTION: Notice of filing dates for 
california special election. 


suMMARY: California has scheduled 
special elections in the Congressional 
District to fill the seat that was held by 
Tony Coelho. There are two possible 
elections, but only one may be 
necessary. 
¢ Primary Election: September 12, 1989. 
If no candidate wins a majority of 
votes in the Special Primary, the top 
vote-getter of each party will 
participate in a Special General. 
¢ Genera! Election: November 7, 1989. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Bobby Werfel, Public Information 
Office, 999 E St., NW., Washington, DC 
20463, Telephone: (202) 376-3120; Toll 
Free (800) 424-9530. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Principal 
campaign committees of candidates who 
participate in these California Special 
Elections must file reports according to 
the schedules given in Charts 1 through 
3. The committee treasurer should 
consult the chart that corresponds to the 
candidate's situation. Party committees 
and PACs that make contributions or 
expenditures in connection with the 
Special Election during the coverage 
dates listed in the charts must file the 
appropriate reports. Monthly filers, 
however, do not file Special Pre- and 
Post-Election reports. 
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CALENDAR OF REPORTING DATES FOR CALIFORNIA SPECIAL ELECTION 


Report Period covered malig Filing da 
Ke sialieate 
date 


Chart 1: If only one election is held; Special Primary (9/12/89): 










2 eae etna ty emetates © onties ae eis be 


2 The close of books of the last 


Note: If no candidate achieves a majority of 


Danny L. McDonald, 

Chairman, Federal Election Commission. 
Dated: June 26, 1989. 

[FR Doc. 89-15437 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6715-01-M 








FEDERAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT AGENCY 


National Board Pian for Carrying Out 
Emergency Food and Shelter Program 


AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: This notice sets out the text 


of the Plan by which the National Board, 
authorized by Pub. L. 100-77 (and 
funded by Pub. L. 100-404) will conduct 
a program for distributing $114,000,000 
to local private voluntary organizations 
and units of local government for the 
purpose of delivering emergency food | 
and shelter to needy individuals in 
localities determined by the Board as 
being in high need. The distribution 
formula for selecting these localities, the 
listing of the localities, and the award 
amounts for each follow the Plan text. 


DATE: The Award to the National Board 
was made October 3, 1988. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Francis X. McCarthy, Individual 
Assistance Division, Disaster 
Assistance Programs, Federal 
Emergency Management Agency, 
Washington, DC 20472, (202) 646-3652. 


1.1 Purpose 

The Emergency Food and Shelter 
(EFS) National Board Program has been 
charged through the Stewart B. 
McKinney Homeless Assistance Act of 
1988 (Pub. L. 100-77) to “* * * 


phen hy J a 











07/01/89 to 08/23/89 | 08/28/89) 08/31/89 
08/24/89 to 10/02/89 | 10/12/89 | 10/12/89 
10/03/89 to 12/31/89 | 01/31/90 | __ 01/31/90 










08/31/89 











07/01/89 to 08/23/89 08/28/89 


08/24/89 to 10/18/89 10/23/89 10/26/89 
10/19/89 to 11/27/89 12/07/89 12/07/89 
11/28/89 to 12/31/89 01/31/90 01/31/90 
07/01/89 to 08/23/89 08/28/89 08/31/89 
08/24/89 to 12/31/89 01/31/90 01/31/90 


date Special after June 1989. If no previous 


the vote Special Primary Election, the top 


supplement and expand ongoing efforts 
to provide shelter, food, and supportive 
services for homeless individuals * * *” 
The Program's operating principles 
are: 
—fast response 
—allocations to areas of high need 
—public/private sector cooperative 
efforts 
—minimum, but accountable reporting 
—local decisionmaking 
We are also continuing the State Set- 
Aside (SSA) Program, which provides 
greater flexibility in selecting additional 
jurisdictions for funding. The National 
Board asks, however, that prior to 
choosing these areas for funding that the 
SSA Committee consider: 


—areas that demonstrate high levels of 
need 

—non-qualifying areas with identifiable 
populations of homeless or poor 
people 

—areas previously qualifying under the 
National Board program 

—areas experiencing recent economic 
changes, such as plant closings, farm 
foreclosures, or 

—trural areas with unusually high levels 
of unemployment or poverty which do 
not meet the minimum 1,000 cut-off. 
Local recipient organizations (LROs) 

failing to report and document 

expenditures under the previous 

programs will be required to provide 

audit materials to the National Board as 

a condition for continued funding 

eligibility. 

1.0 Background and Introduction 

Preamble 


The Stewart B. McKinney Homeless 
Assistance Act has been passed to 
continue the provision of emergency 


irked by iaer aon a 10 Otherwise, they must be received by the 
reports 


date. 
filed, the date the committee's first activity. 
of each party go to a Special Genera! Election. 


food and shelter services to needy 
individuals. These services were 
originally authorized on March 24, 1983, 
when the President signed the “Jobs 
Stimulus Bill,” Pub. L. 98-8. The Bill 
provided $50 million for emergency food 
and shelter to the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) for 
allocation by a National Board between 
March 1983 and March 1984. The Board, 
chaired by FEMA, consisted of 
representatives of United Way of 
America; The Salvation Army; the 
National Council of Churches in Christ 
in the USA; Catholic Charities, USA; the 
Council of Jewish Federation, Inc.; and 
The American Red Cross. 

Congress designated these agencies 
because of their history of involvement 
in human service programs. This funding 
was provided to address emergency 
needs which had become evident in 
recent years. 

Due to the continuing high need for 
emergency food and shelter services, an 
additional $439 million in funds were 
appropriated from November 1983 
through.December 1987. On July 22, 
1987, the Stewart B. McKinney 
Homeless Assistance Act was signed by 
the President, authorizing the 
Emergency Food and Shelter National 
Board Program. 

The National Board has once again 
adopted the following operating 
principles: 

¢ Speedy administration and funding 

¢ Awards to areas of greatest need 

¢ Local decisionmaking 

¢ Public/private sector cooperation 

¢ Minimum but accountable reporting. 

As in past phases, grant awards from 
this program are designed to address 
emergency needs. This program is not 
intended to address or correct structural 
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poverty or long-standing problems. 
Rather, this appropriation is intended 
for the purchase of food and shelter, to 
supplement and extend current 
available resources and not to substitute 
or reimburse ongoing programs and 
services. 

The National Board expects State 
Committees, Local Boards, and LROs to 
abide by the stated rules of this plan 
and to focus on the following concerns 
and principles mandated by the 
National Board. 

¢ Serve needy individuals without 
discrimination and avoid duplication of 
benefits by supp/ementing food and 
shelter services individuals might 
currently be receiving, as well as to aid 
those who are receivirg no assistance. 
Individuals who received assistance 
under previous programs may again be 
recipients, providing they meet local 
eligibility requirements. 

© Refuse to authorize the spending of 
funds on costs that differ from those 
allowed by the National Board, unless a 
written request is made in advance and 
approved by the National Board. 

¢ Restrict shelter rehabilitation to 
minimum work required to bring the 
facility into compliance with local 
building codes and for emergency 
repairs only to keep the facility open 
during the program year ($5,000—limit). 
Avoid decorative or nonessential 
repairs and purchases as this is outside 
the intent of this program. The benefit of 
rehabilitation to provide service should 
be carefully weighed against the 
response to needs that exist at this time. 
Emphasis should be placed on currently 
existing needs. 

The National Board is mandated, as 
are State Committees, Local Boards, and 
LROs, to carry out the intent of the law. 
We must ensure that as decisions are 
made, we not only question if a specific 
expenditure falls within the guidelines 
of eligible costs, but if making this 
expenditure would fulfill the intent of 
the program and the law. 


2.0 Concept of Operations 


A. United Way of America will act as 
the National Board's Secretariat and 
fiscal agent and perform the necessary 
administrative duties that the Board 
must accomplish. 

B. Funds distributed by the National 
Board will be to areas of greatest need. 

C. National Board funds will be 
distributed to LROs certified by Local 
Boards. 

D. There is an administrative 
allowance limitation of two percent (2%) 
for local jurisdictions, one-half on one 
percent (.5%) for State Boards (when in 
operation), and one percent (1%) for the 
National Board. 


Local administrative funds are 
intended for use by LROs and not for 
reimbursement of program or 
administrative costs any recipient's 
parent organization (its State or regional 
offices} might incur as a result of this 
additional funding. 

E. The National Board will notify 
qualifying jurisdictions of award 
eligibility within 60 days following 
allocation by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA). Unused 
or recaptured funds will be reallocated 
by the National Board, except in the 
case of SSA counties whose funds may 
be reallocated by the respective State 
Committees. 

F. All funds shall be paid out by LROs 
and spending shall cease by their 
jurisdiction’s selected date. Local 
Boards have until one month following 
their end date to submit final reports 
and complete documentation of 
expenses (for specified LROs only) to 
the National Board. 

Those LROs not required to submit 
documentation to the National Board 
still must satisfy the Local Board that all 
funds have been expended in 
accordance with National Board 
guidelines. (Note: Local Boards and 
LROs are reminded that although 
documentation may not be required to 
be submitted with their final report, they 
are subject to random audits which may 
require the submission of documentation 
at a later date.) 


2.1 Roles and Responsibilities 
A. FEMA's Responsibilities 


1. Constitute a National Board 
consisting of individuals affiliated with 
United Way of America; The Salvation 
Army; the National Council of Churches 
of Christ in the USA; Catholic Charities, 
USA; the Council of Jewish Federations, 
Inc.; the American Red Cross; and the 
Federal Emergency Management 
Agency. 

2. Chair the National Board, using 
Parliamentary procedures and 
consensus by the National Board as the 
mode of operation. 

3. Provide guidance, coordinaticn, and 
staff assistance to the National Board. 

4. Award the grant to the National 
Board. 

5. Assist the Secretariat in 
implementing the National Board 
Program. 

6. Report to Congress on the year's 
program activities. 

7. Conduct an audit of funds. 

8. Initiate Federal collection 
procedures to collect funds due when 
the efforts of the National Board have 
not been successful. 
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B. National Board Responsibilities 


1. Select jurisdictions of highest need 
for food and shelter assistance and 
determine amount to be distributed to 
each. 

2. Notify national organizations 
interested in emergency food and shelter 
to publicize the availability of funds. 

3. Develop the operational manual for 
distributing funds and establish criteria 
for expenditure of funds. 

4. In jurisdictions that received 
previous awards, notify the former Local 
Board chair that new funds are 
available. In areas newly selected for 
funding, notify the local United Way, 
American Red Cross, Salvation Army, or 
local government official. 

5. Provide copies of award notification 
materials to National Board member 
affiliates and other interested parties. 

6. Secure certification forms from 
Local Boards that funds will be used in 
accordance with established criteria. 

7. Distribute funds to selected LROs. —; 

8. Hear appeals and grant waivers. 

9. Establish an equitable system to 
accomplish the reallocation of 
unclaimed or unused funds. 

10. Ensure that funds are properly 
accounted for, and that funds due are 
collected. 

11. Provide consultation and technical 
assistance to local jurisdictions as 
necessary to monitor program 
compliance. 

12. Submit end-of-program report on 
jurisdictions’ use of funds to FEMA. 

13. The National Board will conduct 
an audit of food and shelter 
expenditures made under this program 
for specified LROs. FEMA’s Inspector 
General may also conduct an audit of 
these funds. 


C. Local Recipient Organization 
Responsibilities 


1. Maintain records according to 
guidelines set forth in the plan. Consult 
your Local Board chair/staff on matters 
requiring interpretation or clarification 
prior to-incurring an expense or entering 
into a contract. It is important to have a 
thorough understanding of these 
guidelines to avoid ineligible 
expenditures and consequent repayment 
of funds. 

2. Provide services within the intent of 
the program. Funds are to be used to 
supplement and extend or initiate food 
and shelter services, not as a substitute 
for other program funds. LROs should 
take the most cost effective approach in 
buying or leasing eligible items/services 
and should limit purchases to essential 
items within the $300 limit for 
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equipment, unless the approval has been 
granted by the National Board. 

3. Deposit funds for this program in a 
Federally insured bank account. 
Maintain proper documentation for all 
expenditures under this program 
according to the guidelines. LROs’ 
expenditures and documentation will be 
subject to review for program 
compliance by the Local Board, National 
Board, and/or Federal authorities. 
Maintain records for a 3-year period. 

4. Submit reports to the Local Board 
by their due date. LROs must complete 
all portions of the report form, return 
two copies to the Local Board, and 
retain a copy for their records. 

5. Work with the Local Board to 
quickly clear up any problems related to 
audit exception(s) at the end of the 
program. 

6. Contact the Local Board regarding 
technical assistance, interpretation of 
guidelines and resources from other 
Federal progr: ms, such as U.S.D.A. 
surplus food. 

Local Boards are charged with 
ongoing monitoring of LROs’ program 
expenditures and services. Local 
decisionmaking is an operating principle 
of this emergency effort. (Note: Local 
Boards can reallocate funds at their 
discretion.) 

Funds can be reallocated as a result of 
gross negligence, inadequate use of 
funds, failure to use funds for purposes 
intended, and any other violation of the 
National Board Plan. Local Boards may 
also reallocate funds in response to 
changes in the priority need of their 
community. 


D. Local Board's Responsibility 


1. Each area designated by the 
National Board to receive funds shall 
constitute a Local Board.Where, in a 
local community, there are affiliates of 
the voluntary organizations represented 
on the National Board, they must be 
invited to serve on the Local Board. The 
National Board encourages the inclusion 
of Native American representation on 
the Local Board. The County Executive/ 
Mayor, appropriate head of local 
government, or his/her designee, will 
replace the FEMA member. Local 
Boards are encouraged to expand 
participation/ membership by inviting or 
notifying other private nonprofit 
organizations. The members of each 
Local Board will elect a chair. 

2. If a locality has previously received 
National Board funding, the previous 
chair of the Local Board will be 
contacted regarding any new funding 
the locality is designated to receive. The 
Local Board may elect a new chair. 

If a locality has not previously 
received funding and is now designated 


as being in high-need, the National 
Board has designated the local United 
Way to constitute and convene a Local 
Board as described above. In the event 
there is no local United Way, or it does 
not convene the board, the local 
American Red Cross, the local Salvation 
Army, or government official will be 
responsible for convening the initial 
meeting of the Local Board. 

3. Local Boards will have 25 working 
days after notification of award 
selection by the National Board in 
which to: 

Advertise and promote the program 
and consider all private voluntary and 
public organizations for participation, 
including those on Indian reservations, 
providing or capable of providing 
emergency food and shelter services, not 
only those represented on the Local 
Board or affiliates of State and national 
organizations. 

4. Select and recommend which local 
organizations should receive grants and 
the amounts of the grants. 


Note: The minimum grant per LRO is $300. 


5. Complete and return all required 
forms to the National Board. 

6. Secure and retain signed forms from 
each LRO certifying that program 
guidelines have been read and 
understood, and that the LROs will 
comply with cost eligibility and 
reporting requirements. 

7. Notify National Board of changes in 
Local Board, chair, staff contact, or LRO 
contacts, including complete addresses 
and phone numbers. 

8. Local Boards which determine that 
they can better utilize their resources by 
merging with neighboring boards may. 
do so. The head of government or his/ 
her designee for each jurisdiction must 
sit on the merged board, along with 
agency representatives from each 
jurisdiction. The merged Local Board 
must ensure that the award amount 
designated for each civil jurisdiction is 
used to provide assistance to 
individuals within that jurisdiction. 

9. Provide technical assistance to 
service providers. 

10. Establish an appeals process to 
address participation or funding 
including, where deemed appropriate, 
the involvement of individuals not a part 
of the dispute in the decision; hear and 
resolve appeals made by funded or 
nonfunded organizations; and 
investigate complaints made by 
individuals or organizations. Appeals 
should be handled promptly. Those 
cases that cannot be handled locally or 
that involve fraud or other misuse of 
Federal funds should be referred in 
writing to the National Board giving 
details on action that has been taken. 


11. The Local Board chair will be the 
central point of contact between the 
National Board and the LROs selected 
to receive assistance for emergency food 
and shelter programs. To facilitate 
program coordination, the Local Board 
chair will contact the State agencies 
through which surplus food and other 
Federal assistance is provided. 

12. Local Boards will be responsible 
for monitoring programs carried out by 
organizations they have selected to 
receive funds. Local Boards should work 
with LROs to ensure that funds are 
being used to meet immediate food and 
shelter needs on an ongoing basis. 

Local Boards may not alter or change 
National Board cost eligibility or 
approve expenditures outside of the 
National Board's criteria without 
National Board permission. 

13. The Local Board should reallocate 
funds whenever it determines that the 
original allocations plan does not reflect 
the actual need for services or if an LRO 
is unable to effectively utilize its full 
award. Funds may also be reallocated if 
an LRO makes ineligible expenditures or 
uses funds for items which have clearly 
not been approved by the Local Board. 
Funds held in escrow for LROs which 
have unresolved audit problems can be 
reallocated or may be reclaimed by the 
National Board. 

The Local Board may approve 
reallocation of funds between LROs 
which have already been approved by 
the National Board. However, the 
National Board must be notified in 
writing. The Local Board may also 
return funds to the National Board for 
reissuance to another LRO or request 
reallocation of remaining funds before 
they are released by the National Board 
(e.g., second checks). Refer to Annex 1.6 
for preferred format to use in notifying 
the National Board of reallocations. 

If the Local Board wishes to reallocate 
funds to an agency which was not 
approved on the original board plan, a 
request for approval must be made to 
the National Board. An LRO must be 
approved by the National Board prior to 


_ receipt of funds. 


If a Local Board is unable to satisfy 
the National Board that it can utilize 
funds in accordance with this plan, the 
National Board may reallocate the funds 
to other jurisdictions. 

14. To-prevent fraud or misuse of 
funds, Local Boards might wish to create 
a central clearinghouse for all 
organizations providing similar 
assistance to individuals so information 
can be shared daily. When misuse of 
funds has been found, the Local Boar! is 
advised to reallocate funds from the 
LRO in question to other LROs. The 








27708 


Locai Board must report suspected fraud 
to local authorities and must notify the 
National Board of such cases in writing. 

15. Submit reports to the National 
Board on LROs’ expenditures as of the 
date each LRO's second check is 
requested and a final report is due one 
month after the “end-of-program” date. 

16. After close of program, review for 
accuracy all recipient organizations’ 
reports and documentation. Forward 
documentation for specified LROs to the 
National Board as requested. In the 
event of expenditures violating the 
eligible costs under this award, the 
Local Board must require reimbursement 
of the National Board. 

17. Local Boards are required to 
remain in operation until all program 
and audit requirements of the National 
Board have been satisfied. All records 
related to the program must be retained 
for three (3) years. 


22 General Guidelines 
A. Grant Award Process 


United Way of America has been 
designated as the fisca! agent for the 
National Board and as such will process 
all Local Board plans. Checks will be 
written to organizations recommended 
by Local Boards for funding. Local 
Boards have the right to reallocate funds 
throughout the program period, as they 
determine necessary. When a Local 
Board reallocation between two or more 
LROs occurs, the Local Board must 
promptly notify the National Board in 
writing so that the National Board’s 
records can be updated accordingly. 

To ensure greater accountability and 
reporting, awards totalling less than 
$100,000 will be paid in two equal 
installments. Awards totalling $100,000 
or more will be paid in three equal 
installments. 

The National Board will distribute 
second/third checks once the 
jurisdiction's audit is completed for the 
previous program period. Second/ third 
checks will be held in escrow until all 
audit exceptions are satisfied by the 
LRO 


The first check will be mailed directly 
to the LRO and second and third checks 
will be mailed to the Local Board Chair, 
upon his/her written request, along with 
the LRO’s interim report. The Local 
Board will distribute second/third 
checks once they are assured that the 
organization is implementing the current 
program as intended and according to 
the guidelines in the plan. 


B. Designation of Target Areas 


Local jurisdictions will be selected to 
receive funds from the National Board 
based upon average unemployment 


statistics from the Department of Labor 
for the period June 1987 through May 


1988 and poverty statistics from the 1980. 


Census. The Board adopted this 
combined approach in order to more 
effectively target funds for high-need 
areas. Funds designated for a particular 
jurisdiction must be used to provide 
services within that jurisdiction. 

Jurisdictions with a minimum of 1,000 
unemployed may qualify for an award 
based upon their rate of unemployment 
or their rate of poverty. Once a 
jurisdiction's eligibility is established, 
the National Board will determine its 
fund distribution based on a ratio 
calculated as follows: the average 
number of unemployed within an 
eligible area divided by the average 
number of unemployed covered by the 
national program equals the area's 
portion of the award (less National 
Board administrative costs, and less that 
portion of program funds required to 
fulfill designated State awards). 


Area's Average Number Unemployed 


Average number unemployed eligible 
areas = Area’s percent of the award 
{less National Board’s administrative 
costs and designated State awards) 
A notice will be placed in the Federal 

Register listing civil jurisdictions that 

are selected and the dollar amount each 

has been awarded. 

Puerto Rico and U.S. Territories will 
receive a percentage of the total award 
based on the decisions of the National 
Board. 


C. State Set-Aside (SSA) 


The SSA Program has been adopted to 
allow greater flexibility in selection of 
jurisdictions and is intended to target 
pockets of homelessness or poverty in 
nonqualifying jurisdictions, areas 
experiencing drastic economic changes 
(such as plant closings), areas with high 
levels of unemployment or poverty 
which do not meet the minimum 1,000 
unemployed, or jurisdictions which have 
documented measures of need which are 
not adequately reflected in 
unemployment and poverty data. 

The distribution of funds to SSA 
Committees will be based on a ratio 
calculated as follows: the State's 
average number of unempleyed in 
nonfunded jurisdictions divided by the 
average number of unemployed in 
nonfunded jurisdictions nationwide 
equals the State’s percentage of the total 
amount available for SSA awards. 

A SSA Committee in each State will 
recommend high-need jurisdictions and 
award amounts to the National Board. 
Priority consideration is to be given to 
jurisdictions otherwise not meeting 
criteria for funding, although funded 
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jurisdictions are not exempt from 
receiving additional funding. SSA 
Committees should also consider the 
special circumstances of jurisdictions 
that qualified in previous funding phases 
but are not eligible in the current phase. 
The State Committees may wish to 
provide these jurisdictions with an 
allocation so that the abrupt change in 
funding status is not disruptive to local 
providers. 


Responsibility of SSA 


1. Constitute a State Committee. In 
each State, the State United Way (or 
United Way in the capital city) will be 
notified of the award amount available 
to the SSA Committee. Where, in a 
State, there are affiliates of the 
voluntary organizations represented on 
the National Board, they must be invited 
to serve on the State Committee. If no 
single State affiliate exists, an 
appropriate representative should be 
selected. The Governor, or his/her 
representative, will replace the FEMA 
member. State Boards are encouraged to 
expand participation by inviting or 
notifying other private nonprofit 
organizations on the State level. The 
National Board encourages the inclusion 
of Native American representation on 
the State Committee. 

Members of the SSA Committee shall 
elect a chair. 

2. SSA Committees are charged with 
recommending high-need jurisdictions 
and award amounts within the State. 
The SSA Committee has 25 working 
days to notify the National Board in 
writing of its selections and the 
appropriate contact person for each 
area. (Note: The minimum award 
amount for a single jurisdiction is 
$1,000.) 

3. Notify the National Board of 
selection criteria used to determine 
jurisdictions to receive funds. 

4. The National Board will then notify 
these jurisdictions directly. 

5. In the event of funds not claimed by 
SSA Counties, SSA Committees may 
recommend jurisdictions to receive the 
reallocated funds. 


D. Selection of LROs 


1. In selecting LROs to receive funds, 
the Local Board must consider the 
demonstrated ability of an organization 
to provide food and shelter assistance. 
Local participation in the program is not 
limited to organizations that are part of 
any State or national organization. LROs 
residing on Indian reservations are 
eligible to receive FEMA monies, if they 
meet LRO requirements as set forth in 
the program plan. Organizations that 
received awards from previous 
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legislation may again be eligible 
providing the organization still meets 
eligibility requirements. The Local Board 
should be prepared to justify an 
allocation of ¥% or more of its total 
award to a single recipient organization. 

2. For a local organization to be 
eligible for funding, it must: 

¢ be nonprofit or an agency of 
government; 

¢ have an accounting system; conduct 
an annual audit; 

¢ practice nondiscrimination (those 
agencies with a religious affiliation must 
agree not to refuse services to an 
applicant based on religion or require 
attendance at religious services as a 
condition of assistance, nor will such 
groups engage in any religious 
proselytizing in any program receiving 
Emergency Food and Shelter Program 
funds); and, 

¢ for private voluntary organizations, 
have a voluntary board. 

Each LRO will be responsible for 
certifying in writing to the Local Board 
that it has read and agrees to abide by 
the cost eligibility and reporting 
standards of this publication and any 
other requirements of the Local Board. 

3. Where there is a local nonprofit 
organization which does not have an 
adequate accounting system but meets 
all other criteria, the Local Board may 
authorize funds to be channeled through 
another agency which has been 
designated as the fiscal agent. Fiscal 
agents will be held accountable for 
compliance with program requirements. 

Note: All agencies funded must be listed 
separately. Each agency receiving funds 
through a fiscal agent must be separately 
listed on the board plan. Checks will be made 
out to the fiscal agent on behalf of the 
recipient organization. 

4. Client Eligibility 

The National Board does not set client 
eligibility criteria. Local Boards may choose 
to set such criteria. If the Local Board does 
not set eligibility criteria, the LRO may use its 
existing criteria or set criteria for assistance 
under this award. However, the LRO's 
criteria must provide for assistance to needy 
individuals without discrimination (age, race, 
sex, religion, national origin, or handicap). 

The National Board does not mandate 
nor recommend the use of any particular 
existing criteria (i.e., food stamp 
guidelines, welfare guidelines, or income 
guidelines). 


2.3 Eligibility of Costs 


The intent of this appropriation is for 
the purchase of food and shelter, to 
supplement and extend current 
available resources and not to substitute 
or reimburse ongoing programs and 
services. Interpretation questions should 
be cleared by the recipient organization 


with the Local Board prior to action. 
Local Boards unsure of the meaning of 
these guidelines should contact the 
National Board staff for clarification 
prior to advising the LRO. 


A. Eligible program costs include, but 
are not limited to: 


1. Food (hot meals, groceries, food 
vouchers). An allowance for 
maintenance fees charged by food 
banks can be granted by a Local Board 
at the prevailing rate. EFS Program 
funds cannot be used to pay such a 
maintenance fee twice: by a food bank 
and by the food pantry it is serving. 

2. Transportation expenses related to 
the provision of food and/or shelter; 
limited to actual fuel costs, contracted 
services or public transportation. 

3. Purchase of consumable supplies 
essential to mass feeding (i.e., plastic 
cups, utensils, detergent, etc.) and/or 
mass shelters of five or more beds ({i.e., 
soap, toothbrushes, toothpaste, cleaning 
material, etc.). 

4. Purchase of small equipment not 
exceeding $300 per item and essential to 
mass feeding (i.e., pots, pans, toasters, 
blenders, etc.) and/or mass shelters (i.e., 
cots, blankets, linens, etc.). 

5. Leasing, only for the program 
period, of capital equipment associated 
with mass feeding or mass shelters (i.e., 
stoves, freezers, vans, etc., with costs 
over $300 per item) only if approved in 
advance by the Local Board. 

Lease-purchasing agreements for 
equipment costing over $300 per item 
only if: 

a. The cost of the lease for the 
program period remaining as of the date 
of the agreement {i.e., date of the 
agreement up to jurisdiction's end-of- 
program) would exceed the purchase 
price; and, 

b. The agreement is approved in 
advance by the Local Board; and, 

c. The equipment is related to 
providing mass food or shelter services. 

7. Direct expenses associated with 
new or expanded services or to prevent 
closings of mass shelters or feeding 
operations only during program period 
(i.e., rent, cleaning, pest control, utilities, 
garbage pickup, etc.). 

Note: This can only be done for one 
program period only. 

8. Increased utility costs due to 
expanded services for mass shelters and 
mass feeding centers. NOTE: This is not 
intended for reimbursement of normal 
operating costs. 

9. Limited emergency rent or mortgage 
assistance for individuals or families 
provided: 

a. All other resources have been 
exhausted and; 
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b. Payment is limited to one month's 
cost for each individual or family and; © 

c. Assistance is provided only once in 
each award phase for each individual or 
family. 

Late fees, but not deposits, are 
eligibie. 

10. First month's rent may be paid 
when an individual or family: 

a. Is transient and plans to stay in the 
area for an extended period of time, or; 

b. Is moving from a temporary shelter 
to a more permanent arrangement, or; 

c. Client is being evicted because one 
month payment will not forestall 
eviction. 

Cannot be provided-in addition to 
assistance provided under Item 9 above. 
All provisions of Item 9 above apply. 

Can be provided in addition to 
assistance provided in Item 11 below. 

11. Off-site emergency lodging in a 
hotel or motel, provided: 

a. No on-site shelter is available; and 

b. Each individual or family is limited 
to 30-days assistance during the 
program period. (Note: Assistance may 
be extended in extreme cases with prior 
Local Board written approval. A copy of 
this approval should accompany LROs’ 
documentation.) 


Note: An LRO may not operate as a vendor 
for other LROs, except for shared 
maintenance for food banks. 


12. Per diem allowance of exactly $10 
per person, per night for mass shelter 
(five beds or more) providers, only if: 

a. Approved in advance by the Local 
Board; and, 

b. LRO’s total mass shelter award is 
expended in this manner. 

Note: The $10 per diem if elected may be 
expended by the LRO for any related cost; it 
is not limited to otherwise eligible items. 


13. Limited utility assistance 
(including gas, electricity, oil, water, 
firewood) for individuals or families 
provided: 

a. All other resources have been 
exhausted (i.e., State's Low Income 
Home Energy Assistance Program); and, 

b. Payment is limited to one month’s 
cost for each utility for each individual 
or family; and, 

c. Each utility can be paid only once 
in each award phase to any individual 
or family. 

d. Reconnect fees, but not deposits are 
eligible, but again only a one month 
payment for each utility for each 
individual or family in each award 
phase. 

14. Limited amounts of basic first aid 
supplies (i.e., aspirin, band-aids, cough 
syrup) for mass shelter providers and 
mass feeding sites only. 
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15. Emergency repairs or repairs 
required by local building codes of a 
mass feeding facility or mass shelter, 
provided: 

a. The facility is owned by a not-for- 
profit organization (profit-making 
facilities, government facilities, and 
individual residences are not eligible); 

b. The emergency repairs or repairs 
required by local building codes and the 
contract detailing work to be done and 
material and equipment to be used or 
purchased is approved by the Local 
Board prior to the start of the emergency 
repair; and, 

c. The emergency repairs or repairs 
required by local building codes are 
limited to: 

1. Bring facility into compliance with 
local building codes, or 

2. Keep the facility open for the 
program period. 

d. No award funds are used for 
decorative or nonessential purposes or 
routine maintenance/ repairs. 

e. All emergency repair work is 
completed and paid for by the end of the 
jurisdiction’s award phase. (Expenses 
which occur after that date will not be 
accepted as eligible costs.) 

f. Emergency/building code repairs 
are limited to a $5,000-maximum 
expenditure. Expenditures over that 
amount must be approved by the 
National Board along with extension of 
time. 

Note: Refer to the Preamble of this plan for 
further detail on the National Board's intent 
with regard to shelter repairs. 


Local Boards may further restrict the 
allowable costs mentioned above as 
they deem necessary. 

B. Ineligible program costs: Purposes 
for which funds CANNOT BE USED, 
include, but are not limited to: 

1. Rental security. 

2. Deposits of any kind. 

3. Payment of more than one month’s 
rent. 

4. Payment of more than one month's 
mortgage. 

5. Payment of more than one month's 
portion of an accumulated utility bill. 

6. Payments made directly to a client. 

7. Cash payments of any kind 
including checks made out to cash. 

8. Real property (land or buildings) 
costing more than $300. 

9. Equipment costing more than $300 
per item (i.e., vehicles, office equipment, 
freezers, washers, etc.), except as 
provided in Section 2.3, A.6. 

10. Emergency repairs or repairs 
required by local building codes or 
rehabilitation to government-owned or 
profit-making facilities. 

11. Repairs of any kind to an 
individual's house or apartment. 


12. Purchase of supplies or equipment 
for an individual's home or private use. 

13. Lease-purchase agreements, 
except as provided in Section A-6. 

14. Administrative cost 
reimbursement to State or regional 
offices of governmental or voluntary 
organizations. 

15. Lobbying efforts. 

16. Expenditures made prior to 
beginning of jurisdiction’s program. 

17. Expenditures made after end of 
jurisdiction’s program. 

18. Client-owned transportation. 

19. Purchase of prescription 
medication and related medical 
supplies, except as provided in Section 
2.3, A.14. 

20. Purchase of clothing (except 
underwear/ diapers for clients of mass 
shelters, if necessary). 

21. Payments for expenses not 
incurred (i.e., where no goods or 
services have been provided during new 
program period). 

22. Telephone costs, except as 
administration allowance and limited to 
the total allowance (2%). 

23. Salaries, except as administration 
allowance and limited to the total 
allowance (2%). 

24. Encumberment of funds for shelter, 
emergency repairs, utilities; that is, 
payments for goods and/or services 
which are purchased and to be delivered 
at a later date; unless it is intended that 
these goods and/or services are 
received on or before the end of the 
jurisdiction’s program. 


C. Administration Allowance 


There is an administration allowance 
limitation of two percent (2%) of total 
funds received by the Local Board 
excluding any interest earned. This 
allowance is a part of the total award— 
not in addition to the award. 

The local administration allowance is 
intended for use by LROs and not for 
reimbursement of program or 
administrative costs a recipient's parent 
organization (its State or regional 
offices) might incur as a result of this 
additional funding. 

The Local Board may elect to use, for 
its own administrative costs, all or any 
portion of the 2% allowance. 

The decision on distribution of the 
allowance among local LROs rests with 
the Local Board. No LRO may receive an 
allowance greater than 2% of that LRO’s 
award amount unless the LRO is 
providing the administrative support for 
the Local Board and it is approved by 
the National Board. 

The State Committee, when in 
operation, may utilize a maximum of 
one-half of one percent (.5%) for its 
administrative costs in allocating the 
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SSA grant. As with Local Board awards, 
this administrative allowance is part of 
the total award, not in addition to the 
award. 

Any of the administrative allowance 
not used must be put back into program 
funds for additional service. 


3.0 Reporting Requirements 


Local Boards will monitor LROs’ 
expenditures and eligible cost 
compliance throughout the program 
period. An interim report of 
expenditures is due to the National 
Board with each LRO’s second check 
request. A final report (accompanied by 
financia1 documentation for specified 
LROs) is due one month after end of 
each jurisdiction’s program. 

The National Board will provide forms 
for all required reports. The National 
Board advises Local Boards to request 
at least one other report from their 
LROs, at a time deemed appropriate by 
each Local Board. 

LROs which successfully completed 
previous program audits and are 
receiving funds under this program will 
not be required to submit documentation 
with their final reports unless 
specifically askcd to do so by the 
National Board. Documentation will be 
required for LROs not funded in 
previous phases of the program. 

Failure of an LRO to comply with the 
National Board's reporting requirements 
may result in its funds being held in 
escrow. Funds will be held until all 
reporting requirements have been 
satisfied. If an LRO does not comply in a 
timely manner, the Local Board or 
National Board may reclaim and 
reallocate the funds being held in 
escrow. 

The National Board will compile the 
reports it receives from the Local Boards 
and submit a detailed accounting of use 
of all program monies in the form of a 
report to FEMA. 


4.0 Waivers 


Local Boards may receive requests for 
variance in the budgets they have 
approved for LROs. Local Boards may 
allow such changes provided that the 
requested items are eligible under this 
program. If there is any doubt on the 
part of the Local Board as to eligibility, 
they should contact the National Board 
for clarification. 

In the event that an expenditure 
requested by an LRO falls outside the 
program guidelines the Local Board, if 
supportive, may request a written 
waiver from the National Board in 
advance of the expenditure. 

Waivers requested because of an 
audit exception must be submitted to the 
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National Board with copy to the Local 
Board chair. A waiver request will not 
be accepted if the guidelines clearly 
state that an item is ineligible, such as 
the purchase of supplies or equipment 
for an individual's home or private use. 
A waiver to release the LRO from 
submitting canceled checks must be 
submitted before any expenditures are 
made. 

The waiver request from the Local 
Board should clearly state the need for 
this exception, approximate costs, 
timelines, or any other pertinent 
information they deem necessary for . 
the National Board to make their 
decision. 


5.0 Amendments to Plan 


The National Board reserves the right 
to amend this Plan at any time. 


Supplementary Information 


The following listing of jurisdictions 
that qualified for awards were chosen 
based on the following criteria: 

1. Most current 12-month National 
unemployment rates. 

2. Jurisdictions with a minimum of 
1,000 people unemployed. 

3. Jurisdictions with 18,000+ 
unemployed and a 4.9% rate of 
unemployment. 

4. Jurisdictions with 1,000 to 17,999 
unemployed and 7.5% rate of 
unemployment. 

5. Jurisdictions with 1,000 or more 
unemployed and an 11% rate of poverty. 

Dated: June 22, 1989. 

Grant C. Peterson, 


Associate Director State and Local Programs 
and Support. 


EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 
PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS 





NI aes cisiectitceensenesossecd 52,616.00 
7-0038-00 Blount 

a 21,412.00 
7-0044-00 Calhoun 

SRI assis shnessthiescstnenenss .64,499.00 
7-0050-00 Chilton 

J EE ae 22,162.00 
7-0054-00 Clarke 

IN ss rccticacecksstconsessssnss 22,911.00 
7-0060-00 Coffee 

NMI povecncadisictousineseccies 19,008.00 
7-0062-00 Colbert 

SI cdssinsescsscttavensnenesei 37,912.00 
7-0068-00 Covington 

WTI dccsiscsccaiecesssiee 21,813.00 
7-0072-00 Culiman 

i SE 40,943.00 
7-0074-00 Dale 

CIN soo icocclssiceasasactnenss 22,928.00 


OMNI 525 dees cksdhatsecnsosecece 50,282.00 


EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 
PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued 


County 
7-0176-00 State  set- 
aside committee, AL..... 


7-0210-00 Matanuska- 
Susitna Census.............. 
7-0232-00 State  set- 
aside committee, AK..... 


Arizona 
7-0242-00 Apache 
NE oo cccksctecicesstinsity 
7-0244-00 Cochise 


NONI cc cnicceecnestorscbecetes i 





36,291.00 
21,743.00 
27,458.00 
60,073.00 
24,984.00 
37,250.00 
35,211.00 
358,087.00 
48,139.00 


24,322.00 
33,347.00 


32,058.00 
112,498.00 
26,099.00 
51,031.00 
284,076.00 
111,244.00 
63,540.00 
26,029.00 
31,883.00 
21,081.00 
51,153.00 
20,698.00 
68,836.00 
49,045.00 
20,437.00 


166,115.00 
2,219,214.00 


154,748.00 
70,318.00 
45,142.00 
45,560.00 


54,081.00 
369,849.00 


40,926.00 
49,742.00 
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EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 
PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued 


59,080.00 
25,907.00 


854,788.00 
36,849.00 
56,937.00 

258,099.00 
64,255.00 
20,472.00 
36,518.00 

141,158.00 


12,460.00 


1,657,191.00 


33,643.00 
18,311.00 
33,817.00 
24,583.00 
35,960.00 
40,664.00 
48,975.00 
22,998.00 
24,409.00 
23,521.00 
20,384.00 
54,654.00 
20,141.00 
25,298.00 
49,062.00 
20,437.00 
27,458.00 
17,858.00 
25,838.00 
211,581.00 
38,190.00 
54,916.00 
47,076.00 


28,643.00 
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EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 
PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued 


41,727.00 
47,477.00 


7-0462-00 State set- 


aside committee, AR .... 224,915.00 


1,262,536.00 


212,469.00 
330,787.00 
94,100.00 
320,681.00 
543,813.00 
17,911.00 
63,575.00 
157,169.00 
397,863.00 
55,613.00 
29,549.00 


3,990,737.00 


706,105.00 
441,559.00 
453,232.00 
35,873.00 
466,961.00 
825,310.00 
7-0858-00 San Fran- 


cisco City/County 
7-0860-00 San 


306,586.00 
320,663.00 
67,304.00 
140,339.00 
586,080.00 
140,583.00 
88,246.00 
32,075.00 


140,095.00 


EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 
PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued 


314,983.00 
52,790.00 
26,360.00 

237,035.00 
24,374.00 

314,809.00 
79,395.00 
36,030.00 


342,028.00 
12,858,981.00 


216,703.00 
122,045.00 
345,874.00 
269,546.00 
22,545.00 
19,792.00 
21,552.00 
105,546.00 
68,175.00 
17,562.00 
22,754.00 
82,096.00 
89,988.00 


State set- 


aside committee, CO .... 455,095.00 


1,859,273.00 
Connecticut 
7-1422-00 
246,583.00 
7-1438-00 = 
242,105.00 


| 
New Haven | 


7-1458-00 
228,062.00 


__ 105,341.00 
822,091.00 


32,859.00 
118,979.00 
29,915.00 


68,247.00 
250,000.00 
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EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 
PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued 


District of Columbia 


333,591.00 
333,591.00 


52,059.00 
90,737.00 


153,720.00 
458,494.00 
32,720.00 
53,470.00 


27,824.00 
7-1598-00 239,927.00 
7-1534-00 
650,543.00 
7-1608-00 
329,532.00 


7-1612-00 
County 


125,095.00 
17,510.00 
20,228.00 
37,372.00 
24,583.00 


Hillsborough County 
7-1644-00 Indian 


372,042.00 
51,153.00 
20,768.00 


57,442.00 
87,566.00 


68,436.00 
62,338.00 
74,900.00 
38,992.00 
20,280.00 
22,406.00 
64,115.00 
295,139.00 
36,187.00 


Beach County 360,387.00 


7-1694-00 Pinellas 
County 


293,624.00 
256,531.00 
31,291.00 


34,497.00 
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EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 
PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued 


Wie, diids ks 
7-1710-00 St Lucie 
OUI cdsasacseisinccesstctiasess 
7-1708-00 St. Johns 
COMIN sss ccceascascceststazcved 
7-1728-00 Volusia 

Ec dicligtaiiccahs kien 
7-1738-00 State set- 
aside committee, FL ..... 


7-1740-00 Atlanta/ 
Dekalb, Fulton Coun- 
eS 


see eecencesceeeeesceeseseors 


eeeeeccccencrcccesecsesoess| 
se eeeceecencerscesecesereoes 
seeeeeecereesecesescosesooes 
se eeeeseeceeessccssersococee 
seeeeeceeeerecssecosccoseoes 
Seeeeeccesecssecccessceecoss| 
Seeeenecccccccesecseccescess| 


seeeeeeeeecececceseesseseces| 


seeeerecesecocsccssoscoscece| 


seeeeeeneseceseecscoeseseose| 


Pe eenenccccccccessessesesees| 


ererererrrrerrrrerrerrrrrrng) 


seeeeeeeecerecsececesecoeees 


County 
7-2104-00 State set- 
aside committee, GA.... 






73,350.00 
95,598.00 
35,176.00 
117,220.00 


224,562.00 
5,107,814.00 


618,068.00 
27,580.00 
19,095.00 
32,423.00 

111,662.00 
29,758.00 

151,576.00 
21,639.00 
21,064.00 
78,594.00 
41,518.00 
26,552.00 
19,461.00 
33,138.00 
24,688.00 
32,981.00 
77,531.00 
81,886.00 
22,179.00 
95,058.00 
27,946.00 
23,085.00 
33,312.00 
27,528.00 
17,457.00 
24,357.00 
36,047.00 


763,185.00 


2,519,368.00 









EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 
PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued 


Hawaii 
7-2108-00 Hawaii 
County 


see necenceneeeseccseecoocoes 


7-2116-00 State set- 
aside Committee, HI..... 


sence vceseseceeseesecsssevess 


orrrerrrrrrrerrrrrrrrirrirnn 


seeeeeeeccesecceececessoesee 
Aeenseecccesccesseccsscesces, 
oerrerererrrererrrrrrertrnnn 
orrreretrrrrrrrrrrtrerrrrrnn 


sanecensceececeecssecesecees 


CORI ses sedans sahnadenconnscins 


7-2478-00 





51,153.00 
198,847.00 


43,522.00 
26,848.00 
18,398.00 
62,948.00 
49,898.00 
19,322.00 
32,249.00 


171,447.00 
424,632.00 


41,292.00 
29,880.00 
25,420.00 
65,439.00 
25,507.00 
27,719.00 
28,016.00 
1,984,402.00 
1,206,430.00 
27,423.00 
17,562.00 
18,520.00 
48,052.00 
29,862.00 
34,288.00 
36,570.00 
20,524.00 
39,410.00 
45,020.00 
75,945.00 
43,766.00 


101,556.00 
22,144.00 
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EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 
PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued 


IOI acne iciiscaccicteenstiond 





95,215.00 
34,863.00 
176,421.00 
42,424.00 
19,130.00 
24,932.00 
34,131.00 
108,038.00 
26,500.00 
24,200.00 
107,376.00 
29,009.00 
192,468.00 
74,795.00 
17,771.00 
84,517.00 
18,381.00 
20,541.00 


37,946.00 
236,982.00 


61,484.00 
#92.711.00 
76,443.00 

6,420,025.00 


134,259.00 
66,241.00 
72,026.00 
19,566.00 
46,832.00 
23,277.00 
30,228.00 
24,374.00 


20,925.00 
113,108.00 


166,351.00 


26,482.00 
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EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 
PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued 


66,763.00 19,095.00 

385,127.00 County : 24,548.00 26,134.00 
20,576.00 County 35,908.00 274,424.00 
37,615.00 County 30,751.00 $0 an neneerreonernsson 31,413.00 
18,869.00 County : 36,570.00 i 21,813.00 
116,627.00 County 27,528.00 73,489.00 
40,804.00 440,653.00 i 32,998.00 
93,507.00 20,855.00 i i 32,563.00 
52,007.00 County 69,830.00 i 349,253.00 
46,536.00 oditibidctilianad 20,193.00 i ; 145,304.00 


County 
7-2826-00 State set- 
aside committee, IN...... 543,265.00 31,692.00 i 73,297.00 


20,628.00 i 74,656.00 
72,182.00 . 91,695.00 Parish 17,492.00 


19,810.00 ty ; 22,440.00 i 31,518.00 


28,956.00 
25,803.00 i 28,852.00 


22,911.00 
20,297.00 i 405,250.00 


55,544.00 
35,647.00 i 119,659.00 


516,363.00 


715,766.00 24,461.00 19,775.00 


24,287.00 Coupee Pari 23,120.00 


17,492.00 25,942.00 i 101,313.00 


25,838.00 County 19,409.00 farish 22,493.00 


017.00 
17,597.00 County 70,927.00 


123,230.00 County | $2,517.00 
399,552.00 iean00 


602,107.00 i Parish 24,008.00 
County 23,346.00 
32,946.00 


64,446.00 
34,357.00 


29,688.00 i 426,202.00 dagen 
24,758.00 2,040,180.00 UGS. 


34,026.00 i 41,518.00 
23,068.00 57,704.00 ; 76,520.00 


29,601.00 : 21,534.00 99,413.00 
28,138.00 i 59,829.00 91,173.00 
19,374.00 i 26,448.00 87,636.00 
73,767.00 i 47,808.00 , 17,667.00 
37,650.00 i . 28,538.00 i 57,355.00 
21,883.00 162,483.00 i 30,211.00 
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EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 
PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued 
1,470,835.00 
oe 36,587.00 | Michigan ka ectaeupsbltanned 668,471.00 
7-4638-00 7-4796-00 Oceana 
otal 44,515.00 OURO sacnsinccssintrcrncinse 28,660.00 be tata 18,851.00 
7-3712-00 West 7-4646~-00 7-4814-00 Saginaw 
Baton Rouge Parish..... 18,590.00 IIS .iineninanitel a) 28,730.00 COUIRY ooececieenensteneneennee] 141,942.00 
7-3714-00 West Car- 7-4648-00 87,618.00 7-4822-00 Sanilac 
FOM PAFSH .....c.ceeesseersene 19,461.00 7-4652-00 i ciilicisecsriicenis 35,978.00 
7-3720-00 State set- Se 95,128.00 7-4826-00 
aside committee, LA 186,048.00 7-4654-00 Shiawassee County. 67,582.00 
3,693,795.00 PE: REIL 23,852.00 7-4820-00 St. Joseph 
’ 7-4656-00 a rnctiiciicisinen 45,839.00 
ee alc atcinc 91,782.00 7-4818-00 St Clair 
41,657.00 ; County 24,217.00 7-4828-00 Tuscola —s 
7-3728-00 Aroostook 7-4664-00 County..........| 45,142.00 
seeerneeoneeoonnanesnee 53,418.00 COUIY ooeccccscssecesseueneee| 27,441.00 7-4830-00 Van Buren 
T-S790-00 7 I i cectincessaenties 50,578.00 
Cumberland County ...... 55,004.00 | COUARY seevcwescsenesenene 28,469.00 7-4832-00 Washtenaw 
7-3736-00 Hancock 7-4674-00 COUY ecenenenn- 413,822.00 
COUIIY oan nesornvererneenneny 21,067.00 fF COMUY anccenesecsncevneenee 28,294.00 7-4844-00 Detroit City.| 975,963.00 
7-3738-00 Kennebec 7-4682-00 7-4836-00 Wayne 
coreeersecnesromneneorg 42,180.00 COUIRY cececcvcssesnrceeene] 29,256.00 COURY veeecencninnenne| 629,044.00 
—— 7-4684-00 7-4854-00 Wexford 
eoitaneceniie wmeaee CI sinensis 480,603.00 i ststirsitcnen _| 20,419.00 
7-3746-00 Penobscot 7-4692-00 7-4856-00 State set- 
ie Sa ROE 48,766.00 verse County 46,292.00 aside commitiee, Mi...... 329,241.00 
7-3752-00 Somerset 7. ~4694-00 1a 
bic cpatteltl sind 26,500.00 Gane 99,451.00 6,209,199 
7-3756 Washington a an 451.00 | sunnesote 
Sacha ts 23,346.00 Ooms 31,405.00 7-4902-00 Becker 
7-3760-00 State set- jada tee — SN certptecenst--) 18,137.00 
aside committee, ME .... 50,269.00 ~a080-00 90:987.00 7-4904-00 Beltrami 
NN iil loci cal 137. - © ~seila pseeone sraiese 
382,675.00 7-4700-00 7-4906-00 Benton 
ii) —_ 1472200 
7-3774-00 Allegany 7-4708-00 7-4914-00 Carlton 
One 58,331.00 | COWMY onc crerccccscccessesnnne mee | ernbain 
7-3822-00 Battimore 7-4714-00 6 : 
County neccoenpgduhossoneccccococes 427,081.00 | §-_—-_—_—W COU nnn enneeennnenee ee! Gas. ... | 19,618.00 
7-3790-00 Dorchester: 7-4716-00 7-4932-00 Crow Wing 
Oi es! sameco | | Comp... Pap Se 23,799.00 
7-3794-00 Garrett 7-4718-00 Be Siemnapin 
NN ai seninipeticinie or a 105,302.00 ieee ae 392,514.00 
7-3812-00 Somerset 7-4724-00 wm. 
ait 19,566.00 COUMMY oneceeesessssecseseseeeeee] 277,036.00 ier 27.737.00 
7-3818-00 Wicomico 7-4560-00 7-5004-00 Morrison 
ssnnsneneneemntd 37,267.00 Sea gna Cee COUR eceercnennenenend 19,060.00 
7-3820-00 Worcester i aics Mecano need 243,985.00 7-5020-00 Otter Tail 
sesseneseenenenneee 25,995.00 iP ie COUIY ceceneccncveeneneeee} 27,772.00 
7-3824-00 State set- CU aici srcediciindcscosiicss 70,004.00 7-5028-00 Polk 
aside committee, MD...|__ 527,787.00 bara seiamete 1 5 A eens 19,496.00 
: i cdindshaaschhadibienepbeauied . a Ss 
ee 7-4744-00 ; aa 7 | 19,287.00 
Massachusetts NII elie ations 22,858.00 7-5048-00 St. Louis | 
a ee ee County 122,690.00 
COUNMY o..esceeeneeeneseneenee 183,094.00 ei i Sl 531,390.00 aes bee ane 
7-4490-00 Essex ~ cams | 
7-4TS0-00 | —-§3,731.00 
COUNMY «...-envseseessseenseseeee 201,962.00 I eo cistern — as 
7-4502-00 Hampden ° 7-5082-00 Winona | 
_ Se nc 19,357.00 
County sesessannsssesenssssssetenes 115,634.00 MNOS te to 38,382.00 7-5088-00 State os om" 
7-4508-00 Hampshire 7-4762-00 aside committee, MN....| 534,953.00 
IR ike 33,277.00 County 18,520.00 a ES eee 
7-4510-00 Middlesex 7-4764-00 1,348,328.00 
RE 323,990.00 ih 19,984.00 | M 
7-4540-00 Plymouth 7-4772-00 7-5090-00 Adams | 
COUMMY 0..--nsevnsevevneseenn VAS296.00 | CORI oc ananeeennnsennenes 83,716.00 ae | 29,862.00 
7-4550-00 Suffolk 7-4774-00 7-5092-00 Alcorn 
COUN AY «.....---sseeesssesnnsonees 181,805.00 Nasi cniatacctnesiend 39,497.00 cil 32,894.00 
7-4554-00 Worcester 7-4778-00 Musk 7-5100-00 Bolivar 
County ..... Saeco VON B20 FOUN ncnensennennen ane 109,641.00 Tae 
7-4558-00 State  set- 7-4780-00 N 7-5116-00 Coahoma | 
aside committee, MA....|__133,965.00 ‘omy Wisti aa 27,685.00 County... 27,396.00 
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22,562.00 41,065.00 189,854.00 


35,037.00 26,099.00 
442,308.00 
37,511.00 196,545.00 
20,123.00 


aside committee, NJ 560,604.00 


2,096,548.00 


19,182.00 
18,886.00 


18,503.00 
20,994.00 | New Mexico 


109,606.00 
29,706.00 285,871.00 


153,458.00 
304,077.00 29,636.00 


20,350.00 
etn 20,733.00 

101,034.00 

18,015.00 Bt046.00 

7-5518-00 State set- 


aside committee, MO.... 


40,717.00 
819,953.00 72,078.00 


oe 2,000,875.00 


38,730.00 39,201.00 


35,072.00 


— 44,497.00 39,427.00 


24,148.00 25,158.00 26,901.00 


32,145.00 18,921.00 82,548.00 


State  set- 


26,417.00 aside committee, MT.... 


__ 170,498.00 34,985.00 


21,395.00 327,423.00 


58,592.00 
Nebraska 
7-5722-00 Douglas 


County 192,364.00 


24,270.00 44,741.00 


24,601.00 26,343.00 


25,263.00 State set- 


30,768.00 aside committee, NM.... 


7-5858-00 State  set- 


57,742.00 
aside committee, NE ees 


191,438.00 
946,245.00 


36,483.00 409,065.00 | New York 


Nevada 7-6120-00 


30,472.00 
70,422.00 


18,921.00 365,004.00 


ty 
7-5906-00 State set- 
aside committee, NV 


19,444.00 
101,849.00 


466,853.00 


43,400.00 
63,645.00 
68,802.00 | New Hampshire 

7-5942-00 State set- 

aside committee, NH... 250,000.00 


250,000.00 


Cattaraugus County 36,622.00 


County 17,701.00 7-6138-00 


7-5256-00 State set- 
aside committee, MS... 


37,981.00 


267,325.00 New ry 
1,530,779.00 7-5948-00 Atlantic 
Missouri County 
7-5290-00 7-5954-00 Camden 
34,358.00 County 


58,244.00 


115,495.00 27,685.00 


179,174.00 18,416.00 
7-5294-00 
46,431.00 Cumberland County 


7-5974-00 


74,899.00 37,180.00 
7-5298-00 

24,043.00 184,819.00 20,228.00 
180,690.00 


220,170.00 


7-5306-00 Buffalo City.. 


25,785.00 172,972.00 Erie County.. 


52,512.00 301,307.00 18,607.00 


79,952.00 94,780.00 28,138 00 
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ee eeceneceserecceeneesesoece! 


ee eeccesccepeccccecosescesscoseses! 


Westchester County...... 
7-6312-00 State set- 
aside committee, NY .... 


se eeceeeeerererreeserseeeees 
ee nee eeeeeeererereeereseeees 





34,628.00 
29,131.00 
59,359.00 
34,270.00 
217,452.00 
365,214.00 
2,875,377.00 
107,062.00 
84,935.00 
205,483.00 
80,946.00 
19,200.00 
44,881.00 
44,940.00 
56,136.00 
37,511.00 
407,341.00 
20,994.00 
18,311.00 
44,062.00 
26,256.00 
19,391.00 
248,115.00 


297,401.00 
6,220,068.00 


22,684.00 
28,834.00 
59,133.00 
25,454.00 
26,796.00 
23,642.00 
23,137.00 
82,862.00 
18,991.00 
$1,222.00 
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29,462.00 
oeagcsenislbaintacceecetd 87,828.00 


18,729.00 
61,240.00 


AI 5 cisdchintinskasksotonsscets 23,555.00 
7-6420-00 Harnett 

I os snssiscectasaseseresceie 24,548.00 
7-6422-00 Haywood 

it en 19,217.00 


EGG STD, 19,531.00 
7-6316-00 High Point/ 

Guilford, Davidson 

III su sensiniltitunsins 147,483.00 


32,685.00 
21,203.00 
23,974.00 
146,263.00 
33,695.00 
62,913.00 


21,970.00 
21,134.00 


20,768.00 
31,779.00 


viisicdnioucivudali tea 20,019.00 
7-6492-00 Robeson 
ee 57,826.00 
7-6494-00 
Rockingham County...... 36,797.00 
7-6498-00 Rutherford 
a ae 19,357.00 
7-6500-00 Sampson 
RO inciniibictecstvccatcosasied 22,022.00 
7-6506-00 Stokes 
css cclslssneseashcsasecetcd 18,451.00 
7-6508-00 Surry 
I acchirtessccectniatcsnnstel 24,636.00 


24,409.00 


111,697.00 


32,650.00 


18,416.00 


oshniajisaehctamgtonesisel 47,041.00 


County 
7-6540-00 State set- 
aside committee, NC .... 





354,892.00 


1,998,945.00 
North Dakota 
7-6596-00 Grand 
Forks County ................. 23,730.00 
7-6670-00 State set- 
aside committee, ND... 226,270.00 


250,000.00 
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18,137.00 
80,980.00 
28,939.00 
52,860.00 
24,148.00 
141,890.00 
65,962.00 
22,336.00 
64,986.00 


478,094.00 
22,040.00 
29,775.00 

717,046.00 
25,036.00 
17,858.00 
28,782.00 
20,437.00 
32,302.00 

410,007.00 
18,747.00 
18,764.00 
21,865.00 
18,555.00 
47,111.00 
23,764.00 
46,222.00 
25,890.00 
37,563.00 
21,395.00 

152,988.00 

269,528.00 


174,174.00 





44,445.00 
271,095.00 


59,376.00 
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31,012.00 
34,235.00 
19,304.00 
21,796.00 
75,910.00 
39,480.00 
45,787.00 
53,714.00 
35,316.00 
227,644.00 
292,177.00 
164,138.00 
42,476.00 


7-6894-00 State set- 
aside committee, OH... 


796,812.00 
5,412,898.00 


21,012.00 
27,092.00 
22,858.00 
43,835.00 
43,435.00 
25,907.00 
23,974.00 
19,461.00 
24,688.00 
21,743.00 


476,857.00 
27,998.00 
22,615.00 
24,932.00 
36,936.00 
19,931.00 
36,361.00 
19,966.00 
17,475.00 
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Stephens 
26,012.00 


327,406.00 
26,761.00 


State set- 


aside committee, OK .... 434,221.00 


1,820,817.00 


22,562.00 
18,085.00 
21,796.00 
42,204.00 
47,250.00 
58,314.00 
76,660.00 
31,378.00 
36,709.00 
134,624.00 
20,750.00 
55,944.00 


Ciackamas, Multno- 


526,755.00 
7-7082-00 Salem/ 
Marion, Polk Counties... 
7-7156-00 Umatilla 
County 45,926.00 
7-7172-00 State set- 
aside committee, OR.... 


136,244.00 


214,755.00 
1,488,956.00 


607,318.00 
43,539.00 
105,842.00 
28,678.00 
140,618.00 
73,506.00 
27,528.00 
84,291.00 
57,146.00 
27,719.00 
56,183.00 
25,054.00 
33,242.00 
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50,438.00 


108,856.00 
151,890.00 


98,438.00 
27,894.00 
28,817.00 
57,599.00 
28,643.00 
Lackawanna County 


7-7268-00 Lancaster : 
County 142,656.00 


109,937.00 


205,587.00 
27,214.00 


Bethlehem/ 
Northampton, 
Counties 
7-7306-00 
Northumberland 


212,296.00 


62,634.00 


755,706.00 
46,919.00 
20,001.00 
19,165.00 


Washington County 
7-7336-00 Wayne 


118,718.00 
17,998.00 
234,979.00 


777,097.00 
4,614,151.00 


206,754.00 


7-7368-00 State set- 


aside committee, Ri 58,918.00 


265,672.00 


58,244.00 
60,143.00 
22,824.00 
37,406.00 
113,612.00 
20,019.00 


17,998.00 
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lediaai 17,998.00 lelthadinecinnalihicseadd 22,022.00 | REE re 46,971.00 
7-7400-00 Clarendon 7-7650-00 7-7868-00 Atascosa 
RINE sistcctensicinssrcasesniosis 18,172.00 Cumberland County ...... 18,991.00 I ic sssccincbiakinastsing 20,210.00 
7-7402-00 Colleton 7-7652-00 Davidson 7-7824-00 Austin/ 
leat esti 18,241.00 I si cicccccncexssonaneticc 195,203.00 Travis, Williamson 
7-7404-00 Darlington 7-7660-00 Dickson RII chs csneiseniiaicsioncens 456,316.00 
I casicenserscredesbacconensit 36,466.00 I hakscsiicecizassccicvonpsss 18,381.00 7-7876-00 Bastrop 
7-7406-00 Dillon 7-7662-00 Dyer CI ase iiicssicsctepncdiccs 22,127.00 
COI hss ciincssisescicivibades 18,276.00 RII ta Sissncacccateusats-tchinee 20,681.00 7-7880-00 Bee 
7-7408-00 Dorchester 7-7670-00 Gibson I a hacscccscnitictstesateces 18,451.00 
acs ccscopnietidanssiias 22,388.00 IN scsscrecpebcttlcetitas 33,957.00 7-7882-00 Bell County.. 105,912.00 
7-7414-00 Florence 7-7676-00 Greene 7-7886-00 Bexar 
Sedubenasedpocticelabavedbios 59,533.00 Sats hiatacistacoccncsas 49,271.00 SN a ciideltitenatenictanics 797,433.00 
7-7416-00 7-7680-00 Hambien 7-7896-00 Bowie 
Georgetown County...... 35,107.00 CAIN iaciarsisetcreenscheoicoeed 33,417.00 iii catcions 57,495.00 
7-7418-00 Greenville 7-7682-00 Hamilton 7-7900-00 Brazoria 
MI des cctcssasientasitinton 108,212.00 I ican cccrtnitienties 123,509.00 CI iccietecoeciens 131,854.00 
7-7422-00 Greenwood 7-7692-00 Hawkins 7-7902-00 . Brazos 
IN risa catcestcctisocckaserns 33,765.00 ENS ee 19,775.00 RI ita cicsctetcipsianences 51,745.00 
7-7426-00 Horry 7-7698-00 Henry 7-7912-00 Brown 
NOI sisscassiatansarachicei 85,719.00 I ics ccitcnsinenepiniccic 32,214.00 COUNY ....----0ecsseesecerrennsees 21,099.00 
7-7430-00 Kershaw 7-7708-00 Jefferson 7-7920-00 Calhoun 
NE Seopa catiaascendos 19,391.00 I i iceecidicicedeest 20,262.00 | «§-_—-_—_—WGOUIMLY nee eeeeeeeeeeeeeee 18,137.00 
7-7432-00 Lancaster 7-7712-00 Knox 7-7924-00 Cameron 
ia cceents 25,576.00 CORY --nncceeccrcceorenecesenece 134,677.00 COUMMY ......--eecerseseerenseeeees 243,393.00 
7-7434-00 Laurens 7-7720-00 Lawrence 7-7934-00 Cass 
Ni iieniee cncisenia 23,869.00 UR sinter 25,820.00 COUMY ......--.-connsssssconesseee 26,901.00 
7-7442-00 Marion 7-7734-00 Madison 7-7940-00 Cherokee 
aie itinteaiice 25,071.00 SEE 47,929.00 COUMMY .....----.oone-eoeonesoorees 24,235.00 
7-7444-00 Marlboro 7-7738-00 Marion 7-7972-00 Coryell 
IR Bice ecatidiel 21,953.00 COUIY en cavacececseeoronssecconeey 18,642.00 COUMMRY .....-oeesoreeeesssenensnnes 24,827.00 
7-7448-00 Oconee 7-7742-00 Maury 7-7826-00 Dallas/ 
I ii licch denise 27,563.00 TI crsereesesscseeerionennes 28,259.00 Collin, Dallas, Denton 
7-7450-00 7-7728-00 Mc Minn CI cease sisccecesces 1,375,359.00 
Orangeburg County....... 54,376.00 Cen 23h. 24,845.00 7-8028-00 Ector 
7-7454-00 Richland 7-7730-00 Mc Nairy CMI rcisacccnastssiccethosess 84,534.00 
ORI ae isccesenssinaanssn 98,142.00 CORI asencaciseensemnreries 18,625.00 7-8036-00 El Paso 
7-7460-00 7-7746-00 Monroe County covenesesesencennnnntnnneees 447,918.00 
Spartanburg County....... 81,398.00 ek 20,559.00 7-8034-00 Ellis 
7-7462-00 Sumter 7-7748-00 | pe eeenennedeces 60,840.00 
I sesso 42,807.00 Montgomery County...... 39,323.00 ESSe-SO: | Formtn 
7-7466-00 7-7766-00 Putnam | | 18,973.00 
Williamsburg County ..... 23,712.00 IN Ase. tencccreseiccervecl 25,629.00 7-8066-00 Galveston —_— 
7-7468-00 York 7-7768-00 Rhea Ios ccnscnnicteteltinss 194,575. 
ON inccchaitnessitebcd 53,261.00 I bisects 17,597.00 7-8092-00 Guadelupe 
7-7470-00 State set- 7-7770-00 Roane County paste * — sath daminaiien 28,62: 5.00 
aside committee, SC..... 107,197.00 MIO iss cern cnastesncavanence 25,054.00 7 Gna a 19,165.00 
7-7772-00 Robertson ssssseennscensesnnseenaceene , 165. 
1,388,439.00 de etc eet 20,977.00 7-8104-00 Hardin 
South Dakota 7-7774-00 Rutherford CI sccintsncctncies 35,647.00 
7-7580-00 Pennington Re datiiientans 48,557.00 7-8122-00 Hays 
WING i assstcscainsscocanned 27,319.00 7-7780-00 Sevier COUMMY .......---seseesseeerneeeees 34,915.00 
7-7614-00 State set- | 46,571.00 7-8126-00 Henderson 
aside committee, SD..... 222,681.00 7-7782-00 Shelby County ......... ssceseeeeneeneeeee 39,410.00 
ae) 360,997.00 7-8128-00 Hidalgo 
250,000.00 7-7790-00 Sulli clic ectastacstesciaid 463,215.00 
Tennessee Bow 7-8138-00 Hopki 
TN cineca iit 83,524.00 Oprans 
7-7616-00 Anderson 7-7804-00 Warren ee 18,573.00 
NE vcicdascsscctsapsonseoseeae 29,409.00 County 19,775.00 7-7828-00 -Houston/ 
a Blount 7-7 o a eeeeneeeeeeecceseceeeoees , .' Fort Bend, Harris 
IMRY snsssessreesrsssesnsensensns 39,044.00 “at CERIO Daca cnceensesics 2,122,344.00 
7-7626-00 Bradley ae 7-8142-00 Howard 
RO oni cccactesencacsexesscones 35,333.00 acide consiaee Th 306.873.00 CN isan 20,489.00 
7-7628-00 Campbell Petre — 7-8146-00 Hunt 
NANI castsscccesasensssenatessced 26,796.00 2,160,816.00 oS Ee 43,678.00 
7-7632-00 Carroll Texas 7-8158-00 Jasper 
RIN accso<cadicbeacsigucorsusies 20,141.00 7-7820-00 Abilene/ IN ict ccsessczecshysteonse 31,709.00 
7-7634-00 Carter Jones, Taylor Coun- 7-8162-00 Jefferson 
COMI Asi coccsiesscccincesecess 30,542.00 Masia bscececesscansseranesss 80,754.00 IID cs csan cine Sates thcenesess 200,359.00 
7-7644-00 Cocke 7-7856-00 Anderson 7-8170-00 Jim Wells 
NO soos ccceccscaetonal 32,580.00 IN asain ccceneces 35,612.00 CII ao ccccnceciecnasecesicorons 35,803.00 
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7-8180-00 
31,082.00 


21,395.00 
31,256.00 
43,574.00 


137,969.00 
117,028.00 
45,874.00 
67,199.00 
130,095.00 
67,251.00 
109,205.00 
30,995.00 
31,639.00 
253,169.00 
93,472.00 
17,701.00 
19,322.00 
71,416.00 
32,145.00 
56,728.00 
110,355.00 
99,762.00 
731,786.00 
18,938.00 
48,052.00 
25,489.00 
23,068.00 
37,424.00 
22,301.00 
52,338.00 
19,130.00 
119,990.00 
27,859.00 
73,245.00 
21,691.00 


EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 
PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued 


18,747.00 
7-8472-00 Zavala 
County 

7-8474-00 State set- 
aside committee, TX 


20,611.00 


2,068,392.00 
12,407,296.00 


20,541.00 
320,489.00 





98,264.00 
86,956.00 


116,500.00 
642,750.00 


ity 19,095.00 
7-8576-00 State set- 
aside committee, VT 


230,905.00 
250,000.00 
26,970.00 
49,080.00 
24,252.00 
18,050.00 
57,617.00 
28,155.00 
29,183.00 
64,307.00 
86,608.00 
20,210.00 
34,497.00 
55,055.00 
92,845.00 
43,905.00 
23,033.00 


20,559.00 
28,991.00 


31,796.00 


Washington County 
7-8768-00 Wise 


24,618.00 


County 25,768.00 
7-8856-00 State  set- 


aside committee, VA 622,687.00 


1,408,186.00 
Washington 
7-8862-00 Benton 
79,621.00 
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EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 
PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued 


49,742.00 
36,448.00 
138,718.00 
54,916.00 
18,329.00 
30,768.00 
48,191.00 
49,167.00 
778,722.00 
20,384.00 
20,715.00 
45,386.00 
18,573.00 
34,758.00 
315,942.00 
62,791.00 
235,154.00 
203,026.00 
20,437.00 
34,375.00 
84,813.00 
183,112.00 


County 
7-8948-00 State set- 
aside committee, WA.... 


__137,817.00 


2,701,905.00 
West Virginia 
7-8956-00 
25,890.00 


28,800.00 
7-8974-00 
38,643.00 
7-8980-00 
31,552.00 
7-8988-00 
66,084.00 
7-8950-00 
Huntington/Wayne, 
Cabell Counties 
7-8990-00 Jackson 


85,823.00 
21,918.00 
149,730.00 
21,343.00 
37,615.00 
44,672.00 
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EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 7-0118-00 Lowndes | 
PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS—Continued CII i cscnsasstcesnnSaeanoe 8,306.00 
7-0120-00 Macon 
7-9288-00 Fremont CAI Sidrcsscsisdesecbetanaced 10,964.00 
ROADS Te 45,578.00 CMI oseoscteibiocen saints 24,357.00 7-0126-00 Marengo 
7-9008-00 Marshall 7-9302-00 Natrona SSS 10,964.00 
RE ESS 26,709.00 Oman ose. 44,009.00 7-0136-00 Monroe | 
7-9010-00 Mason 7-9316-00 CRI soccrersrcctisiactincssesen 8,306.00 
EE 22,074.00 Sweetwater County........ 29,723.00 7-0144-00 Perry 
7-9012-00 Mercer 7-9326-00 State set- | 8,472.00 
| a ae 46,065.00 aside committee, WY... 131,805.00 "Gee Pickens same 
7-9016-00 Mi ies iz 
County ...ccso.n = eee 23,764.00 250,000.00 7-0148-00 Pike 
7-9018-00 Monongalia American Samoa eis! 9,801.00 
NN icine teen caths 35,211.00 7-9328-00 American 7-0158-00 Sumter 
7-9024-00 Nicholas SAMO ...---sseeeerrsrssrssserees Na 7,641.00 
SI intnaasicsisdveciesices 22,092.00 
7-9028-00 Ohio — 7 aoa be 5,648.00 
cae asi 31,483.00 -9330-00 Guam........... 730. 1 ilcox 
7-9034-00 Preston —_ — se oii indians 8,638.00 
SE 19,653.00 62,730.00 | State selection committee, 
7-9036-00 Putnam Northern Marianas AK 
ee 31,221.00 7-9332-00 Northern 7-0185-00 Southeast 
7-9038-00 Raleigh Mariana Islands............. 39,414.00 PS SS 20,000.00 
I icin tncicdaetes 69,690.00 39,414.00 7-0185-01 Southwest 
7 Randolph Puerto Rico = AK (Bethel/Kuskok- 
ae a is 24,165.00 7-9334-00 Puerto WIM/Bris.Bay) ...........00--- 9,694.00 
7-9054-00 Upshur Rico 1,646.995.00 7-0199-00 Interior fades 
NR a : sere ere re aes OE Se tintin 693. 
7-9066-00 Wood 1,646,995.00 7-0213-00 Nome & 
MINTO aiihiascccicinecapetosigone 56,728.00 | Trust Territories IID si cccsictiscnesseriesed 9,694.00 
7-9068-00 Wyoming 7-9338-00 Trust Terri- 7-0224-00 Valdez- 
I ai ceckcnncenis 29,078.00 i isioiihiaicdininetcinsis 221,021.00 Cordova Census are...... 5,000.00 
7-9070-00 State  set- 221,021.00 State selection committee, 
aside committee, WV 155,284.00 Ver! 
Virgin Istands 7-0250-00 Graham 
1.212,312.00 7-9340-00 Virgin Is- CRN eee 6,355.00 
a sia RN sila dactassictcecsegescseeesg! 86,600.00 7-0252-00 Greenlee » 
-9100-00 Cent eS 2,615. 
: County a se 24,374.00 oa ae . 
re ren 222 0 Sel aks een ream eee Te ea 3,490. 
SI sii Sasa 100,755.00 eS ne caae 
a ~ efhinesa 19,827.09 | THE FOLLOWING JURISDICTIONS AR 
“eee se eeeeereceeces: bia ooreee s : AND AWARD AMOUNTS WERE 7-0306-00 Ashley 
NII a sescnssstisniniaceccnal 33,556.00 | DETERMINED BY THE STATE SET- County —_ — 
7-9126-00 Dane ASIDE COMMITTEES IN THE ie ona eeieti 
Ss a aakeaicl dl 130,408.00 | RESPECTIVE STATES anaes aaa Tt 
CIE os ssesecincossscscons 28,225.00 > 0320-00 Chidot : 
ee i a CRF 15,000.00 
a Eau Cle eniniiae 7-0030-00 Autausa 7-0224-00 Clay 
7-9148-00 Gat ae ME eserestiniitenivcd 7,641.00 IE iiiesepeiscetiine 3,000.00 
County 23,311.00 7-0034-00 Barbour 7-0326-00 Cleburne 
7-0164-00 ees cmd I ii cis caeseccsnsed 10,465.00 i cscctcscchatinesisin 7,000.00 
a. nosha 59,324.00 7-0036-00 Bibb 7-0330-00 Columbia | 
7-9170-00 La Grosse” _ ii cates 4,817.00 IRE neiccestaiiinis 8,000.00 
WE isla Sivoo, 42,320.00 7 Bullock FEES Comney a 
7-91 90-00 Mitwaukee - County Peete rereeereseeeeeeseeseee 5,482.00 County weeeee Cr Sereeeceeeeeeceees 1 3,000. 
COUMRY ooncecsneeeeneeneneen 443,162.00 7-0042-00 Butler 7-0340-00 Cross - 
7-9216-00 Portage , a) 7,974.00 II a slisicicinticcssecsee 10,000. 
County 34,375.00 7-0052-00 Choctaw 7-0344-00 Desha 
aa woe | yas i caine 7,309.00 a | 15,000.00 
eel 91,260.00 7-0056-00 Clay 7-0346-00 Drew iti 
7-9226-00 Rock : County See ee eeeeeeeeeereeeeeeeeeees 4,1 53.00 County Seeeeeereeeeeeees anions 1 2, 5 
ai a ssccssesiocesnta 81,921.00 7-0064-00 Conecuh 7-0350-00 Franklin = 
7-9244-00 : : SO sirens sa 6,478.00 ‘ rn acne 8,000. 
Trem nty..... 17,562.00 jenanaw 
a ees a - . ‘ County 4 wee ceed 5,648.00 : —— Careicicecees 10,000.00 
a ea OMNI ines ones 4,817.00 iia cs 10,000.00 
1,802,598.00 7-0092-00 Greene 7-0376-00 Johnson | 
‘oming MUN a cshicectcshcnsnsocisssss 6,645.00 Ce ss te. 8,000.00 
7-9280-00 Campbell 7-0094-00 Hale 7-0380-00 Lawrence | 
RTD, oxcherccnceecescbectasiace 20,106.00 ORI ois ccvscsnecqcasezoncvsnnes 7,973.00 IY csc sccsnsterseceslacseets 10,000.00 
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18,000.00 
8,000.00 
5,000.00 
4,000.00 
5,000.00 
5,000.00 


4,000.00 
11,791.00 
8,000.00 
1,124.00 


13,700.00 
19,000.000 
10,000.00 
10,000.00 
8,000.00 
10,000.00 


14,000.00 
6,000.00 


6,400.00 
100,700.00 
8,000,00 
4,000.00 
10,000.00 
12,000.00 
17,800.00 
18,000.00 
10,000.00 
14,800.00 
40,000.00 
8,000.00 


7-0942-00 State 


1,628.00 
57,810.00 
39,000.00 
38,700.00 

1,000.00 


7-1016-00 Douglas 


Uncompahgre Forest... 


7-1119-00 White River 


7-1422-02 Fairfield 
7-1422-03 Fairfield 


15,910.00 
59,000.00 
22,000.00 
70,000.00 
43,000.00 

6,000.00 
54,925.00 
34,000.00 
13,750.00 


113,428.00 
34,522.00 
41,919.00 
56,714.00 


12,350.00 
44,700.00 
11,197.00 


7-1664-00 Madison 


10,000.00 

5,000.00 
19,562.00 
15,000.00 


10,000.00 


10,00.00 
10,000.00 
5,000.00 
5,000.00 
10,000.00 
10,000.00 


6,061.00 
5,438.00 
5,507.00 
5,247.00 
6,202.00 
5,252.00 
5,913.00 
5,907.00 
5,639.00 
5,451.00 
5,412.00 
6,065.00 
5,494.00 
6,619.00 
5,536.00 
5,378.00 
5,714.00 
5,459.00 
6,034.00 
5,362.00 


5,316.00 
5,864.00 
6,489.00 
5,310.00 









Oe eeeeesecsececceoeeseseeees 


So nee eewe seer ee nnccereeroses 


A eeeeerenerecererereenececce| 


Ate eewrecesecceeescoreccoess| 


Peeceweneceeesccecsccsccsess, 


Ae eeewneceeeeeeeceeresowees 


5,408.00 
6,495.00 
6,127.00 
5,617.00 
5,338.00 
6,270.00 
5,501.00 
5,224.00 
6,365.00 
6,061.00 
5,806.00 
6,211.00 
5,921.00 
5,134.00 
5,757.00 
5,891.00 
6,243.00 
5,475.00 
5,825.00 
5,481.00 
5,808.00 
5,704.00 
5,529.00 
5,111.00 
6,169.00 
5,707.00 

12,000.00 


5,823.00 
7,115.00 


5,818.00 
5,688.00 
5,637.00 
5,724.00 
5,266.00 
6,016.00 
5,496.00 
5,884.00 


5,357.00 





ae eeeesewereeeeceeesecooeees 


deeeeeecewereeecesscreceeese| 


7-2028-00 Rockdale 





5,470.00 


6,248.00 
5,657.00 
5,505.00 
5,590.00 
5,471.00 


5,358.00 
5,485.00 


6,461.00 
5,306.00 
5,249.00 
5,379.00 
5,907.00 
5,589.00 
6,028.00 
5,693.00 
5,359.00 
6,046.00 
5,433.00 
6,451.00 
5,563.00 
5,351.00 
5,612.00 
5,729.00 
5,313.00 
5,405.00 
5,855.00 
6,097.00 
5,472.00 
5,659.00 
5,319.00 
6,266.00 
5,502.00 
5,558.00 
5,217.00 
5,422.00 
5,696.00 


5,858.00 
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7-2030-00 Schley 
County 


5,216.00 


ee een ee 6.072.00 

7-2034-00 Seminole 

WIN nici cathiitices 5,483.00 
7-2038-00 Siephens | 
eee 5,793.00 
7-2040-00 Stewart 

Ne tctnccenhcctoeinnks 5,507.00 
7-2042-00 Sumter 

a mnceclinsstinastd 6,539.00 
7-2044-00 Talbot 

I sone ge 5,324.00 
7-2046-00 Taliaferro 

NE Se ievceioencemdees 5,149.00 
7-2048-00 Tatinalt 

I sie tiscsccecnicsictoes 6,000.00 
7-2050-00 Taylor 

ee 5,509.00 
7-2052-00 Telfair 

IN io ecnctiaclectineee en 5,688.00 
7-2054-00 Terrell 

a 5,853.00 
7-2058-00. Tift County... 6,664.00 
7-2060-00 Toombs 

CII ain neisnicettcncenicicniid 

7-2062-00 Towns 

COIN Sacco cciccerstcenstinicecs 


HI 


6,346.00 
5,274.00 
CID saccciicccedscticmichtccieed 5,403.00 
7-2068-00 Turner 
I i svvcaiescinccieninines 5,682.00 
7-2070-00 Twiggs 
IN sa. censcsteoguannprnenes 5,408.00 
7-2072-00 Union 
I ncn iciciceons 5,550.00 
7-2074-00 Upson 
a 5,819.00 
7-2082-00 Warren 
eS ae 5,419.00 
7-2084-00 
Washington County... 6,064.00 
7-2086-00 Wayne 
NE iciiass- sicinveciionaes 5,988.00 
7-2088-00 Webster 
| er eee 5,164.00 
7- Wheeler 
RE ccletacresesiensbine 5,351.00 
7-2092-00 White 
NN a stesscacitctncesenocenl 5,387.00 
7-2096-00 Wilcox 
See eae 5,500.00 
7-2098-00 Wilkes 
cinco ha covareenesnece 5,526.00 
7-2100-00 Wilkinson 
NN ioe cantcecivcerties 5,425.00 
7-2102-00 Worth 
es 6,017.00 
7-2104-00 State se 
lection committee, GA.. 3,815.00 
State selection committee, 
7-2112-00 Kauai 
I a cetca Shecieesaceseeciny 17,101.00 
7-2114-00 Maui 
I saccct ese ctortcsosecyecs 27,242.00 
7-2115-00 Molokai, HI../ 11,135.00 
7-2115-01 Oahu, Hl...... 143,369.00 
State selection committee, 
ID 
2128-00 Ada | 
NE Sicisncdgtcntnntd 37,915.83 
7-2132-00 Adams 
CU Satins 1,133.81 
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3,928.00 
11,785.00 
9,141.00 1,813.00 
3,551.00 inty 8,008.00 
8,612.00 69,065.00 
6,799.00 4,457.00 
8,763.00 11,256.00 
9,896.00 2,871.00 
2560-00 
7,554.00 15,638.00 
6,613.61 5,590.00 ty 6,648.00 
1,000.00 7,857.00 ty 11,332.00 
2,466.53 89,595.00 ty 8,159.00 
1,866.81 11,180.00 
7,629.81 6,044.00 6,871.50 


2,548.82 12,994.00 ty 14,984.96 


5 680.44 
3, .25 6, . > 5 " 0 0 


3,848.86 12,163.00 3,583.36 


4,031.47 _ 4,608.00 11,147.10 


4,031.47 4,533.00 24,869.74 


5,447.49 7,026.00 6,505.02 


4,597.88 8,234.00 —* 


8,479.42 6,421.00 4,407.94 


2,100.03 80,619.00 se 


ae 
1,033.86 98,963.00 — 


5,527.74 
1,333.72 9,443.00 


13,101.66 
10,428.52 12,691.00 


17,417.98 

6,663.59 28,102.00 
5,761.88 

1,250.42 50,841.00 
6,881.68 

4,381.31 5,000.00 
4,906.76 

5,947.25 4,533.00 
10,851.88 

2,000.08 9,821.00 
7,665.54 

4,031.47 10,198.00 
29,939.38 

1,350.38 4,004.00 
9,894.96 
00 8,461.00 A 7,543.38 


1,716.87 16,620.00 9,630.28 
3,316.14 5,515.00 5,660.08 


7-2218-00 State 
lection committee, ID.... 857.24 12,994.00 21,316.92 
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7-2712-00 


te Ce Oe 
7-2750-00 Ohio County .. 
7-2752-00 Orange 


7-2760-00 Pike County... 
7-2762-00 Porter 
Cour 


Ae eeeeewveceececesecerceeees 
eeereeeeecncecerececeseccoes 


oe eeeeseeeeesceceseeseserees 


seenereneeescencoreecesscees! 


Coun 
State selection committee, 


1A 


7-2846-00 Adair 





6,454.12 
32,199.34 
11,625.56 

3,613.90 
16,176.02 

4,010.92 


11,717.18 
1,893.04 


8,042.20 
5,904.40 
4,804.96 


7,370.32 
4,662.44 


31,344.22 
6,800.24 


* 4,133.08 


6,769.70 
6,647.547 
7,848.78 
15,463.42 
6,769.70 
7,400.86 
8,541.02 
9,050.02 
2,728.24 
1,893.04 
6,983.48 
10,403.96 
2,137.80 
11,656.10 
7,370.32 
7,523.02 


2,298.00 
1,250.00 
3,908.00 
4,467.00 
1,750.00 





7-2856-00 Benton 
Cou 


oo, ER SRE: 
7-2866-00 Bucha 


IS sctaspstetcrcccscccctcssbs 
7-2874-00 Carroll 
RR icscidceorcncenscecccaid 
7-2876-00 Cass County.. 
7-2878-00 Cedar 


steececerecweenesscosceeress| 


ee eeeeeeeeenerereensonsecens 


NN cstcncdietitlcsiactteaccced 
7-2930-00 Hancock 
I aciusscecscrtstsencecevene 


7-2942-00 Ida County..... 
7-2944-00 lowa County .. 





4,858.00 
14,289.00 
4,248.00 
3,596.00 
4,775.00 
3,390.00 
2,316.00 


4,006.00 
3,603.00 


3,441.00 
9,272.00 
2,992.00 
3,456.00 
2,600.00 
5,326.00 
10,134.00 
4,704.00 
4,219.00 
3,261.00 
2,751.00 
4,298.00 
9,293.00 
17,080.00 
4,943.00 
3,835.00 
2,834.00 
2,358.00 
2,723.00 
1,971.00 
2,722.00 
2,955.00 
2,001.00 
4,464.00 
4,547.00 
3,335.00 
2,847.00 
1,785.00 


1,937.00 
2,223.00 


COO 5s anioriicernsnsaeel 


COIN ii ciisssotinaicncccsnten 
7-2962-00 Lee County... 
7-2964-00 Linn County... 
7-2968-00 Louisa 

NE seh ccdihnacosccicaes 
7-2970-00 Lucas 

County .............0 beside 
7-2972-00 Lyon Cou 
7-2974-00 Madison 


seeceeceeerecerescscescesees 


7-2984-00 Mitchell 


CE io iciesnscinioctnostiand 
7-2998-00 Page 
County ... inna ‘ 


County 
7-3006-00 Poik County... 
7-3010- 

00 Pottawattamie 


7-3020-00 Scott 


County ......... esssesesenenenenees 


CI cscncditiscosccsunstniid 
7-3036-00 Van Buren 
IE sd aiesccestnarensl 


I arcnccipdicsiacesireccntints 
7-3042-00 Washington 
ar siktiren dications 
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5,937.00 
5,971.00 
3,614.00 
1,398.00 
3,647.00 
3,060.00 
4,666.00 
5,080.00 
25,417.00 
2,524.00 


2,592.00 
2,550.00 


2,963.00 
4,413.00 
4,791.00 


6,634.00 
2,047.00 


2,535.00 
3,120.00 
2,351.00 
2,283.00 
7,641.00 
3,494.00 
4,958.00 
52,009.00 
17,384.00 
3,640.00 


2,181.00 
2,872.00 


31,409.00 
3,381.00 
4,896.00 

11,127.00 
3,992.00 
2,163.00 
3,231.00 
2,909.00 
4,586.00 
4,987.00 
4,646.00 
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2,318.00 
8,186.00 
1,643.00 
5,579.00 
12,089.00 
1,666.00 
2,915.00 
2,522.00 


6,427.00 
1,452.00 
6,610.00 
11,189.00 
6,893.00 
6,079.00 
2,738.00 
13,928.00 
261.00 
1,694.00 
14,205.00 


3,683.00 
1,428.00 


10,239.00 
8,174.00 
14,665.00 
2,243.00 
3,281.00 


"6,751.00 


3,166.00 
2,898.00 
1,174.00 
11,065.00 
2,921.00 
7,188.00 
2,963.00 
1,652.00 
21,057.00 
3,984.00 


State selection committee, 
"'7-3916-00 
7-3326-00 
7-3340-00 


7-3342-00 


1,393.00 
1,948.00 
135,581.00 
8,404.00 
55,558.00 
2,803.00 
1,322.00 
1,104.00 
1,198.00 
4,881.00 
1,104.24 
1,997.76 


11,968.50 
7,928.50 
16,282.50 
10,880.00 
13,804.00 
22,671.75 
13,912.50 
26,255.00 
9,875.25 
6,093.75 
6,105.00 
10,987.50 
13,200.00 
6,020.00 
7,383.00 
12,246.00 
12,906.25 
00 
16,008.00 


12,348.00 
6,980.00 


13,110.00 
12,389.50 
18,040.00 
13,227.50 


11,106.75 

11,124.00 

4,213.50 

8,948.25 

7,460.75 

11,460.00 

7,070.00 

8,167.50 

1,254.00 

13,320.00 

11,766.00 

Washington County 6,528.00 
7-3552-00 Wayne 

County 16,726.50 
7-3558-00 Wolfe 

County 6,434.25 
7-3558-00 State 

lection committee, MA.. .00 

State selection committee, 


Bienville 
10,458.00 


9,761.00 
6,175.00 
13,944.00 
9,362.00 
15,900.00 
7-3620-00 East Feili- 
ciana Parish 16,324.00 
15,697.00 
7,868.00 
3,486.00 
13,455.88 
2,090.00 
13,485.88 
5,876.00 
4,283.00 
4,989.00 
6,972.00 
7-3720-00 State 
lection committee, LA... 25,930.24 
State selection committee, 
MD 
7-3776-00 Anne Arun- 
dei County 62,109.00 


7-3778-00 Baltimor 
109,524.00 
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Montgomery County...... 
7-3806-00 Prince 
Georges County ............ 
7-3808-00 Queen 
Annes County............0.. 
7-3819-00 St. 
I il asso soscece eee 
7-3814-00 Talbot 
MN sissccxacou ssesnetuisiatues 
7-3816-00 


Barnstable, 
Nantucket 


8,679.00 


6,399.00 
13,155.00 
15,370.00 
17,654.00 
18,839.00 
24,209.00 
12,166.00 

4,344.00 
90,029.00 
116,800.00 
5,288.00 
15,862.00 
6,514.00 
37,742.00 


8,104.00 


23,863.00 
21,597.00 
12,537.00 
75,299.00 


6,799.00 
4,314.00 
9,647.00 
14,338.00 
5,933.00 
7,321.00 
8,752.00 
22,653.00 
8,525.00 
12,616.00 
17,474.00 
12,402.00 


15,058.00 
8,996.00 


9,557.00 


Roscommon County ..... 


7-4858-00 Dakota, 


Js hee eeeeceeececenceneceescssseeses 


7-4859-01 Clearwater, 
Pennington, Red Lake.. 


7-4859-06 Marshall, 
Norman, Wilkin .............. 
7-4859-07 Minnesota 


seececeerecersesceneceecoeses 


7-4859-11 
Southwestern Minne- 


7-4859-12 West Cen- 
tral Minnesota................ 


Ae eeeecccesececenseeesssooes: 





1,092.00 


9,707.00 
7,278.00 
4,195.00 
10,950.00 
37,022.00 
7,390.00 
6,996.00 
16,900.00 
5,449.00 
14,917.00 
5,346.00 
7,317.00 
7,840.00 
14,021.00 
6,790.00 
1,646.00 


150,525.00 
13,111.00 
9,666.00 
22,534.00 
7,168.00 


7,223.00 
22,552.00 
8,406.00 
41,537.00 


23,512.00 
15,808.00 
13,768.00 


32,789.00 
20,342.00 
31,343.00 
4,830.00 
8,436.00 


7-4944-00 Freeborn 
Coun 


7-4982-00 Lake 


6,892.00 
12,153.00 
5,106.00 
2,683.00 
6,587.00 
6,251.00 
33,317.00 
5,604.00 
4,452.00 
4,549.00 
11,135.00 


2,674.00 


12,131.00 
10,269.00 
8,243.00 
12,676.00 
5,475.00 
12,580.00 
6,503.00 
9,700.00 
9,876.00 
2,209.00 
9,730.00 
9,800.00 
9,294.00 
8,091.00 
9,149.00 
14,285.00 
9,891.00 
00 
9,969.00 
7,303.00 
7,651.00 
7,025.00 
7,514.00 


9,714.00 
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7-5269-02 District 2, 
MO 


7-5269-03 District 3, 


5,546.00 
5,252.00 
18,767.00 
8,101.00 
10,512.00 
8,732.00 
1,337.00 


39,635.00 
16,431.00 
102,00.00 
26,915.00 

9,797.00 


00 
34,680.00 


27,818.00 
131,759.00 
64,720.00 
39,341.00 
78,222.00 
19,678.00 
58,124.00 
56,358.00 
43,875.00 
57,902.00 
3,986.00 
8,712.00 


4,033.00 
2,968.00 
5,302.00 
4,486.00 
3,195.00 
3,625.00 
9,471.00 
2,226.00 
3,218.00 
1,541.00 


ty 
7-5570-00 Hill County... 


7-5572-00 Jefferson 


2,742.00 
2,243.00 
4,690.00 
1,450.00 
5,325.00 
2,538.00 


3,104.00 
4,169.00 


1,926.00 
2,583.00 
5,030.00 
4,215.00 
1,835.00 
4,940.00 
3,195.00 
1,994.00 
2,379.00 
3,127.00 
3,829.00 
4,011.00 
1,541.00 
3,353.00 
3,376.00 
1,088.00 
2,832.00 
2,334.00 
3,852.00 
3,739.00 
3,988.00 
4,056.00 
2,334.00 
3,082.00 
2,289.00 
2,243.00 
3,036.00 
1,586.00 
3,263.00 
2,674.00 


7-5638-00 Wibaux 


Yellowstone County 
7-5644-00 State  se- 


lection committee, MT.. 
State selection committee, 


NE 
7-5646-00 Central Ne- 
braska Region 
7-5649-00 Greater 
Lincoln/Saunders Co. 


7-5650-00 Greater 
Omaha Area 
7-5652-00 Mid- 
Nebraska Region 
7-5654-00 Northeast 
Nebraska Region 
7-5656-00 Northwest 
Nebraska Region 
7-5658-00 Panhandle 


7-5660-00 Southeast 
Region 

7-5662-00 Southeast 
Region B 
7-5858-00 State 


lection committee, NE .. 


rolla, Grafton Cos 
7-5921-00 Cheshire & 

Sullivan Counties 
7-5926-00 

Hillsborough County 
7-5936-00 

Rockingham County 
7-5938-00 Strafford 

County 


State selection committee, 
NJ 


7-5948-00 Atlantic 


7-5950-00 


2,470.00 
9,290.00 


852.00 


26,400.90 


15,981.56 
13,788.00 
21,961.58 
26,165.88 
19,553.90 
23,737.31 
24,324.87 
18,566.81 

957.19 


68,661.43 
13,061.81 


9,744.38 
509.20 


39,150.00 
60,650.00 
35,075.00 
53,375.00 
37,550.00 
24,200.00 


13,170.30 
35,000.00 
35,000.00 
13,170.30 
35,000.00 
13,170.30 
13,170.30 
13,170.30 
35,000.00 
13,170.30 
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7-5886-00 Hunterdon 7-6236-00 Putnam 7-6446-00 McDowell 
NSOMIM, vs ssscsictscieackatecntensios 35,000.00 ee 5,329.76 Ci sideriessctsticicetretdtcietes 16,000.00 
7-5988-00 Mercer 7-6246-00 Rockland 7-6450-00 Madison 
SSRI cicsctcdindsascasoaisconas 13,170.30 I vei ta tecpetdcitiicicsins 26,330.63 ne a 5,000.00 
7-5994-00 Middlesex 7-6256-00 Saratoga 7-6452-00 Martin 
I a sctsictacleticentinssizens 35,000.00 I ac ccintnsiistidiectienc 21,331.38 is tiicineicinn: 8,000.00 
7-6004-00 Monmouth 7-6262-00 Schoharie 7-6458-00 Mitchell 
I itis icctarsinagivaitcssecee 35,000.00 MIE inc cistatdetenissaideansesd 13,441.68 COI sai scicrcssncdtictancincssores 3,000.00 
7-6008-00 Morris 7-6264-00 Schuyler 7-6460-00 
I sircesiecth ceicterniineseess 35,000.00 I si cinsicetesnteneseonsesses 3,130.29 Montgomery county ...... 5,000.00 
7-6012-00 Ocean 7-6266-00 Seneca 7-6462-00 Moore 
I acco sscascndinttttessveentabs 35,000.00 II reli pe tcscctnienizetesiscics 4,625.36 Ee er ee 16,000.00 
7-6018-00 Passa 7-6268-00 Steuben 7-6468-00 
Riel aectdessbbiliaverbepeaes 13,170.30 NI asin cnckcinaipocccntioss 1,500.00 Northampton county ..... 4,000.00 
7-6028-00 Salem 7-6282-00 Sullivan 7-6474-00 Pamlico 
ME ceisietkcsesessnsdhtiesetotsh 22,071.00 MN vi cscccscctcstosenivccsssed 1,500.00 assoc. 2,000.00 
7-6030-00 Somerset 7-6284-00 Tioga 7-6476-00 
BRIN codecescssatvtsauesihanbentuie SSD FE ea cienececittctcnecsoveses 7,345.18 Pasquotank county........ 18,000.00 
7-6032-00 Sussex 7-6294-00 Wayne 7-6478-00 Pender 
SE SS Sees 35,000.00 NU ioicaivccssstcstcgdeioinei TEABUGE | COI orc rere 8,000.00 
7-6034-00 Union 7-6308-00 Wyoming 7-6486-00 Polk county 6,000.00 
I ace nae iaassncnsel 13,170.30 Mt ivrccincaiectiniecsesinaces 6,367.38 7-6496-00 Rowan 
7-6040-00 Warren 7-6310-00 Yates Is ivccsinscnstcoscsipceinies 8,000.00 
II eccreiccnctsssasecteiats SOO CGO | SII icc Ricitestccernnisias 5,356.86 7-6502-00 Scotland 
State selection committee, 7-6312-00 State se- I tie iiscctibicorsensicend 12,000.00 
NM lection committee, NY 1,487.51 7-6504-00 Stanly 
7-6048-00 Catron State selection committee, I eile cachcteasarctecens 5,000.00 
III ised sserajnnsecensnnonseses 4,742.00 NC 7-6510-00 Swain 
7-6054-00 Colfax 7-GeearOO:: Aigmemee fe AP a ccsccccctencescinseenosd 4,750.00 
NI hci ceinseiscitaciesaniies 11,500.00 OIE Saisiccnitstecialicecbecucsans 18,000.00 7-6512-00 
7-6058-00 De Baca 7-6324-00 Alleghany Transyvania county....... 4,750.00 
INS ccncinrcccvsssicessiaypenves 2,500.00 I os renssicsactactecntcosecss 1,000.00 7-6514-00 Tyrrell 
7-6068-00 Guadalupe 7-6326-00 Anson i harekinsiscascinatiacationets 4,000.00 
CO scieticcsnsecnnsiniapinnie 6,000.00 I isirctrialicieweesenes 5,000.00 7-6524-00 Warren 
7-6070-00 Harding Pe re I sir icaeccisrccosecocencscs 5,000.00 
I ac icessccendiecinnccsiceicl 2,500.00 NN cachet as aioe 2,000.00 7-6526-00 
7-6080-00 Luna 7-6334-00 Bertie Washington county ....... 3,000.00 
I icscsnsisintstasevniesetnconn 13,500.00 NTO asccsscecissictinscccticcsnss 5,618.00 7-6528-00 Watauga 
7-6084-00 Mora Fe CF BRIN Rca caceccccenectctivcecesaten 10,000.00 
NI iriniceveneititasirtcses 10,000.00 OI arcs cccancencccdetoanssces 4,000.00 7-6538-00 Yancey 
7-6110-00 Torrance 7-6348-00 Caldwell COD scacicnsssitisatteaibpcsed 5,000.00 
NN aiicciccctinccthbetitieascsd 7,000.00 CIE si sctcirciericiictcssice 18,000.00 7-6540-00 State se- 
State selection committee, 7-6350-00 Camden lection committee, NC 1,774.00 
NY WI inn sistesasisseaccsinvtassie 9,000.00 | State selection committee, 
7-6142-00 Chemung 7-6354-00 Caswell ND 
MN i cecinksacunsitesncnssnces SAGE? 1. Se tees 8,000.00 7-6542-00 North Cen- 
7-6146-00 Clinton 7-6356-00 Catawba tral North Dakota........... 34,243.00 
RMI incised catectaassisc 1,500.00 CI ie scsaoctsee esd 19,000.00 7-6544-00 
7-6148-00 Columbia 7-6360-00 Cherokee Northeastern, North 
RI. «cx! 10,824.21 MN ee add 7,000.00 ON a eel 13,901.00 
7-6152-00 Delaware 7-6362-00 Chowan 7-6546-00 Northern, 
NID scscciessiccosnsrcoatiessicncne 14,133,00 NE iced ccescraaciaintsctsisseed 6,000.00 North Dakota ................. 23,040.00 
7-6154-00 Dutchess 7-6376-00 Currituck 7-6548-00 South Cen- 
OU adit pasicaninlbsccsccnics 29,687.19 MI ainsi: cpcticdsndicntectnis 6,000.00 tral, North Dakota.......... 25,540.00 
7-6174-00 Genesee 7-6378-00 Dare 7-6550-00 South, 
OIG So ccsocdocctiasieaseasices 9,065.00 RNY Bic. Scales 10,000.00 North Dakota .........-...... 51,419.00 
7-6176-00 Greene 7-6404-00 Gates 7-6552-00 Southeast, 
NS cect viecinshitonsdactecessd 18,364.92 CI isidesncecsnicciicers 6,000.00 North Dakota ................. 45,204.00 
7-6178-00 Hamilton 7-6408-00 Granville 7-6554-00 Western, 
CON is sesensistestocnticticckeicd 2,811.09 SII aaiccnst discaceinsakesiencaes 10,000.00 North Dakota ................. 32,673.00 
7-6180-00 Herkimer 7-6418-00 Halifax 7-6670-00 State  se- 
COI aciccliscdcicceensecey 1,500.00 MPO itacscpiiccetiscestsséseenes 00 lection committee, ND.. 250.00 
7-6186-00 Lewis 7-6426-00 Heriford State selection committee, 
III sas siccssssidcticniicsiansets 13,837.32 I ticiccisatavintcanssaceiccs 15,000.00 OH 
7-6188-00 Livingston 7-6428-00 Hoke 7-6672-00 Columbus/ 
NI sie iccicsesssseiesnccssnes 9,859.76 IN asin cic ctinohacsstbiccencese 17,500.00 Fairfield, Franklin COS . 18,774.00 
7-6200-00 7-6430-00 Hyde : 7-6678-00 Adams 
Montgomery county ...... 9,392.55 WOO Sei ctrccacsratinticoiecis 13,500.00 I ac isiscsicsassiccctsbcsncces 1,462.00 
7-6226-00 Ontario 7-6432-00 Iredell 7-6680-00 Allen 
WII svoscivencecsnstisostinsonsspes 12,148.83 II soninschibitictioitenscsnzue 13,000.00 OUI asi stinscscdscesinsicensorss 44.116.00 
7-6228-00 Orange 7-6434-00 Jackson 7-6682-00 Ashland 
UU iciscntcieveincccaecacncs 45,635.97 MN siiicncccsctinstpteneaaiseses 2,500.00 CI rrxckcisciecteeccnions 8,792.00 
7-6230-00 Orleans 7-6438-00 Jones 7-6684-00 Ashtabula 
OD ea cssscncstcsstaiscnsicessecd 6,425.78 IF aiisscisccactsctoccetesisins 2,500.00 NE sii ch ckcccscsticcsicaetices 2,762.00 
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2,049.00 
7,000.00 
2,410.00 
4,107.00 
12,818.00 
7,666.00 
3,607.00 
34,572.00 
3,018.00 
1,123.00 
45,968.00 
11,861.00 


8,631.00 
19,222.00 


1,349.00 
7,000.00 
27,761.00 
1,293.00 
19,690.00 
10,039.00 
9,573.00 
7,000.00 
1,450.00 
2,465.00 
28,787.00 
3,348.00 
40,828.00 
5,834.00 
7,000.00 
8,889.00 
1,676.00 
14,449.00 
21,886.00 
7,000.00 
19,712.00 
8,195.00 
11,711.00 
9,312.00 


7,000.00 
1,089.00 
16,665.00 
38,508.00 
10,640.00 
2,397.00 
1,667.00 
1,208.00 
4,217.00 
1,170.00 
10,422.00 
7,399.00 
12,109.00 
5,111.00 
30,356.00 
7,000.00 
7,000.00 
8,417.00 
17,078.00 
1,456.00 
19,891.00 
7,000.00 
17,534.00 
7,000.00 


3,984.00 


1,000.00 
15,964.20 
24,974.53 

1,000.00 

1,000.00 

1,000.00 
24,974.53 
11,952.36 


7-6942-00 


State selection committee, 
OR 


7-7082-00 Salem/ 


Marion, Polk Counties... 


7-7088-00 


1,000.00 
12,489.00 
22,751.70 
24,435.00 

1,000.00 

2,001.00 
20,215.72 
28,776.20 

1,000.00 

7,276.20 

4,419.60 

1,000.00 
15,493.80 

1,000.00 

1,000.00 

4,228.20 

5,115.60 
17,596.53 
14,866.67 
12,543.30 
18,026.40 
26,782.14 

1,000.00 
52,671.00 

9,040.95 

4,181.10 

§,011.20 
11,131,50 


26,302.57 
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7-7114-00 7-7694-00 Haywood 
that aes 5,000.00 I ictndctrnintece, 7,710.75 
7-7696-00 Henderson 
edna 9,000.00 7,550.00 i iiaciinissinctitisincertet 6,870.28 
7-7700-00 Hickman 
cchidlaette tinted 7,000.00 7,870.00 I scriactidiinaitecd 3,927.78 
7-7702-00 Houston 
selinsianasniiaipisetaie 3,000.00 5,743.00 Ra adi Seiniic 2,426.58 
7-7704-00 Humphreys 
stibetdeegsigisliebesiseead 13,355.00 8,933.00 NO scceccsietAtascccnsiond 5,283.95 
7-7706-00 Jackson 
Ksaptiastdabia tsa senccet 5,000.00 7,338.00 CI icine 3,163.88 
7-7710-00 Johnson 
steeds altoid 21,000.00 5,530.00 iti siiisidinaces 5,310.78 
7-7716-00 Lake 
edt csepiided 8,000.00 7,870.00 a 2,304.77 
7-7718-00 Lauderdaie 
einige itarapibieapincon 3,000.00 7,551.00 Setbiatltactinteciniccnosoees 7,570.95 
7-7722-00 Lewis 
ic 10,000.00 6,168.00 I sencseinteseintiniten: 3,342.31 
6,168.00 7-7724-00 Lincoin 
cele a 2d 4,000.00 RE 6,425.42 
3,297.00 7-7726-00 Loudon 
avijavhiasetiateseakionsiad 2,000.00 CI kel esstacesiinticni 6,779.47 
10,963.00 7-7732-00 Macon 
aaa aainedias tateatioceal 10,000.00 ah baibeias Biennial 5,134.03 
5,849.00 7-7740-00 Marshall 
icing 19,400.00 CI a giscccicrsciciseccicscecced 5,232.89 
4,998.00 7-7742-00 Maury 
See ee a! 2,000.00 I ini hatiacs 28,259.00 
ae 7-7744-00 Meigs 
id acacia! 25,800.00 NE i iiiiccceonisccttiecsiniod 2,781.41 
7,009.00 7-7752-00 Moore 
< CI a crisicisccoricrcccnceced 1,000.00 
7-7754-00 Morgan 
dSeschacpienacancaccaed 94,917.00 CI riciosescttrenatcs §,121.49 
G77a88 7-7756-00 Obion 
issih saiglabebstnonribouiea 37,419.00 I iitcctcsestebscincced 7,920.00 
ne0.ce 7-7758-00 Overton 
I a iege esti ick 14,671.00 2610.17 OE ascicitcccerticctinss 5,926.34 
7-7234-00 Delaware ae 7-7760-00 Perry 
I sciences chin 127,258.00 2,932.45 tistical 2,139.69 
7-7248-00 Forest : 7-7762-00 Pickett 
CN sesckectctnccesscsicpcitad 2,025.00 4,147.96 CINE eared sepedtincehoecteccecs 1,947.20 
7-7252-00 Fulton ne 7-7764-00 Polk 
SMI ce aiscs ce icasdecssnoee 5,674.00 3,228.17 CR orc tsmtsceteteecsconnwss 4,894.94 
7-7262-00 Juniata " 7-7776-00 Scott 
IN a cncscstetirleceSncketiad 7,996.00 8.513.98 NI sxcccicstanthctetaotocasecs 8,257.70 
7-7272-00 Lawrence Ee 7-7778-00 Sequatchie 
County seosaecsnunsuagiasceeeaabon 33,468.00 2270.23 County Ccclvetideiiadnenedgucsuesses 2,61 2.19 
7-7284-00 Lycoming : 7-7786-00 Smith 
NE Gao tslantee ceed 39,596.00 4,556.17 II sa secccckecevsacerecociwes 3,607.92 
7-7286-00 McKean ; 7-7788-00 Stewart 
NRIs sisscscsecpsegacbanatssned 16,391.00 3,355.16 I se hacictsdsiesntonensacies 2,854,91 
7-7288-00 Mercer 7-7792-00 Sumner 
UP cist ttricctarsn te: 35,609.00 4,314.27 Co Riera 20,340.26 
7-7272-00 Monroe 7-7794-00 Tipton 
ty 19,394.00 8,241.91 CI acs csccssnseencer 9,034.78 
7-7294-00 5 7-7796-00 Trousdale 
Monigomery County...... 106,437.00 6,293.59 I i csicccccccnccinsavscnonsts 1,349.71 
7-7314-00 Potter 7-7798-00 Unicoi 
OI vis iccsaceptstinwccencs 8,025.00 7,546.48 IN hac sictasiccasdnces cess 4,840.71 
7-7316-00 Schuyikill 7-7800-00 Union 
Ceti en) 55,907.00 6,711.54 oe ERS 3,716.36 
7-7322-00 Sullivan 7-7802-00 Van Buren 
GION cincacet tc cccees 2,873.00 5,242.06 I a eociscSipcssececicesencccss 1,447.35 
7-7330-00 Venango 7-7808-00 Wayne 
I ila ae Saccinnaee 18,407.00 5,006.60 Co isccinetienihncal 5,247.35 
7-7342-00 York 7-7810-00 Weakley 
CI vistssstesacsasenkesvontasie 73,932.00 2,676.83 NN Fecineticcinintsinecasesctel 6,451.91 
7-7344-00 State  se- 7-7812-00 White 
lection committee, PA... 77,098.00 8,520.05 ANNI i glocaskcssastccseapnngeoes 5,107.07 
7-7814-00 Williamson 
7,480.61 INE siiccccveicxeveosicersvenved 9,048.53 
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7-7816-CO Wilson 


14,623.05 


7-7820-00 Abilene/ 
Jones, Taylor Cos. ........ 4,856.83 
7-7824-00 Austin/ 
Travis, Williamson 
30,146.51 
7-7826-00 Dallas/ 
Collin, Dallas, Denton 
Cos. 101,134.99 


6,847.31 
3,470.30 
15,792.00 


15,731.84 
8,942.14 


69,445.43 
4,836.28 
9,810.11 
3,835.51 
9,174.40 

15,400.96 

13,987.20 

18,288.64 

19,797.28 

17,476.48 

15,731.84 

10,467.84 

11,069.44 

55,166.72 

10,136.96 

22,620.16 

16,002.56 

20,183.68 

14,257.92 

22,680.32 

19,937.36 

16,754.56 


6,017.29 
4,477.39 


38,348.74 
18,890.24 


7-8042 Falls County 

7-8046-00 Fayette 
County 

7-8060-00 Freestone 


7-8062-00 Frio County.... 


7-8064-00 Gaines 
County 

7-8066-00 Galveston 
County 


County 


7-8146-00 Hunt County.. 


7-8146-00 Hutchinson 
County 


County 
7-8252-00 Medina 
County 
7-8260-00 Milam 
County 


County 
7-8292-00 Orange 


11,069.44 
13,084.80 


15,731.84 
18,619.52 


11,881.60 
14,398.17 


15,852.16 
13,987.20 


88,826.24 
15,942.40 


36,671.30 
23,703.04 


20,995.84 
18,559.36 


11,731.20 
3,530.57 


14,648.96 
15,071.67 
74,869.12 
10,136.96 
10,467.84 

9,926.40 


14,588.80 
13,776.64 


17,356.16 
9,444.89 
9,595.52 
9,682.04 

11,129.60 
4,942.21 

19,371.52 

21,056.00 

11,731.20 
7,922.39 

13,024.64 

28,816.64 

16,122.88 

15,310.72 

17,971.23 
7,152.44 


7-8296-00 Panola 
7-8298-00 Parker 
7-8302-00 Pecos 


7-8306-00 Potter 
County 

7-8314-00 Randall 
County 

7-8322-00 Red River 
County 


ty 
7-8364-00 Starr County... 


7-8376-00 Tarrant 


7-8404-00 Tom Green 
County 


7-8414-00 Tyler County.. 


County 
7-8432-00 Waller 


County 

7-8446-00 Wichita 
County 

7-8450-00 Wilbarger 
County 

7-8458-00 Wilson 


ty 
7-8474-00 State seiec- 
tion committee, TX 
State selection committee, 
UT 
7-8475-00 Bear River 
7-8491-00 Five County 
7-8505-00 §Mountain- 
lands Area 
7-8521-00 Six County 


7-8521-00 Southeast- 


23,883.52 
40,367.36 
14,047.36 

5,592.00 
60,671.36 
15,310.72 
21,747.84 
15,040.00 
17,777.28 
12,543.36 

3,873.45 
15,671.68 
23,823.36 


8,727.12 
4,814.15 


58,017.96 
10,738.56 


4,240.24 
19,702.40 


3,810.21 
18,920.32 
13,235.20 
16,002.56 © 

8,241.75 

5,059.20 
10,678.40 


15,942.40 
21,928.32 


18,499.20 
13,836.80 


10,341.96 


9,320.00 
27,960.00 
5,825.00 
22,135.00 
32,620.00 


18,640.00 
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7-8760-00 Tazewell 7-8922-00 Skamania 
IU ac sccconccnsimesincntcoss 5,375.00 NIN is csiepntiatasttnsentions 6,504.00 
7-8764-00 7-8934-00 Thurston 
I vis ceed oniesiceacnes 19,847.00 Washington County....... 4,962.00 CNG scsi Bssaiacsccatreasconsd 45,000.00 
7-8596-00 Arlington 7-8766-00 7-8948-00 State Se- 
SANTI psasestencstsoclapesecossane 8,438.00 Westmoreland County .. 8,236.00 lection Committee, 
7-8602-00 Bedford City... 2,620.00 7-8768-00 Wise OI iti enintiusctetnecie 689.00 
7-8610-00 Buchanan I acticcsceccenctinness 4,884.00 | State selection committee, 
ints 5,161.00 7-8770-00 Wythe wv 
7-8612-00 I ishecinisicnaiticmar 11,812.00 7-8954-00 Barbour 
Buckingham County...... 7,261.00 7-8774-00 Alexandria I pata crcccceeccleadscsseese 6,716.39 
7-8616-00 Caroline i ecccincteelnetcceese) 7,064.00 7-8960-00 Braxton 
ee 9,202.00 7-8778-00 Bristol City... 10,012.00 COUNMY «...---oveservnsserenseesnee 7,003.74 
7-8618-00 Carroll 7-8780-00 Buena 7-8962-00 Brooke 
| EE Ee 13,544.00 WU OI icin 2,210.00 COUMMY ......----creeseerconeseeees 5,963.36 
7-8622-00 Charlotte 7-8782-00 7-8968-00 Calhoun 
IN iiss isinciadaceis 9,507.00 - Charlottesville City ........ 23,657.00 COUIY ..nnncoecreerecconsessooone 5,051.78 
7-8632-00 7-8784-00 7-8970-00 Clay 
Cumberland County ...... 5,903.00 Chesapeake City............ 9,230.00 Coumtty «.....----.nee osnnnnnse 7,241.54 
7-8634-00 Dickenson 7-8792-00 Danville 7-8972-00 Doddridge 
ES Ea a 11,359.00 Ti cncicincninnedtienibabai 4,508.00 County ......... essnnssnenenesces 4,328.47 
7-8636-00 Dinwiddie 7-8794-00 Emporia 7-8976-00 Gilmer 
OS EE 9,067.00 ON Si ottis arte 2,599.00 COUNMY «0. nesesssesessnseneensee 4,496.91 
7-8640-00 Fairfax 7-8802-00 7-8976-00 Gilmer 
OR chic 20,214.00 Fredericksburg City........ 5,512.00 0 4,496.91 
7-8652-00 Giles 7-8804-00 Galax City.... 3,093.00 7-8978-00 Grant 
Ca act 8,222.00 7-8806-00 Hampton COUNY «-snoeseeeeeersseneen 5,418.39 
7-8658-00 Grayson EL FEM: 10,206.00 7-8982-00 Hampshire 
CI ssical accent 7,432.00 7-8808-00 COUNIRY nneseoeeeneerrsrneern 00 
7-8664-00 Halifax Harrisonburg City........... 8,233.00 aa, Hancock dilinies 
ee RE 4,120.00 7-8810-00 Hopewell ae eee a 
7-8674-00 Isle _of BO Bisenecectaenl 9,558.00 986-00 Hardy eaeaee 
Wight County .......ccss..- 9,928.00 7-8814-00 Lynchburg 7 qe a meoctnenetead — 
7-8678-00 King and Ci ivecsciictnencdapthon 5,862.00 a ren 
Queen County...........0e..: 3,272.00 7-8820-00 Martinsville 7 eae cone ae +i 
7-8680-00 King CR incaienie 8,184.00 tinea 6637.13 
George County............. 4,510.00 7-8822-00 Newport 7-901 4-00 Min : - —_— ea 
7-8686-00 Lee County.. 20,390.00 News City .........cccccneeeceoes 13,581.00 7,221.72 
7-8688-00 oud 7-0804-00 Norell en easton ; 
CIE echt cticienieis 2,874.00 ieee nine ticescapin 31,873.00 Fn ; ee | 5,884.09 
7-8690-00 Louisa 7-8826-00 Norton City.. 2,756.00 7-9022-00 Morgan ; 
NN scotia cncchinsctescnssioass 9,387.00 7-8828-00 Petersburg a ieiiediatnaiinaced 4,596.14 
4 7-8698-00 eine stiiaicicipsine 5,563.00 7-9028-00 Pendleton 
y Mecklenburg County..... 18,454.00 | 7-8832-00 Portsmouth II iverson 4,328.47 
7-8702-00 A ieicesctiilgisicaclasin ag: 13,685.00 7-9030-00 Pleasants 
: Montgomery County...... 7,522.00 7-8834-00 Radford NN sors ceescs cata 3,565.52 
7-8704-00 Nelson CI ict cssisaciecissiststcnnccesond 4,763.00 7-9032-00 
CI ia csecksdascnencnchesccesicd 6,900.00 7-8836-00 Richmond Pocahontas County....... 3,515.98 
§ 7-8708-00 MI cis chsscsting Sactadeatadatcass 27,311.00 7-9042-00 Ritchie . 
i Northampton County..... 11,595.00 7-8838-00 Roanoke OS eae 4,962.61 
: 7-8716-00 Page PO ia isccpasciaictasiichsscc tosses 11,200.00 7-9044-00 Roane 
SII casera Np cdscscasenes 9,219.00 7-8842-00 South a cance 6,201.16 
7-8718-00 Patrick Boston City.........-cccecescne: 3,277.00 7-9046-00 Summers 
} MINOT saxdiesseinvaeinctantesocss 7,443.00 7-8846-00 Suffolk City.. 5,889.00 ere! 7,053.28 
7-8720-00 Pittsylvania - 7-8848-00 Virginia 7-9048-00 Taylor 
; AI cancsctettiecensvactcasiess 7,028.00 Beach City............ccse0 17,871.00 CN sss tacos 5,685.92 
7-8724-00 Prince 7-8852-00 7-9050-00 Tucker 
Edward County.............. 9,957.00 Williamsburg City........... 2,908.00 Cn 4,130.30 
7-8726-00 Prince 7-8854-00 Winchester 7-9052-00 Tyler 
George County............... 6,818.00 Sica sinccickinedincnnamtscapties 9,355.00 MI screech 4,417.64 
7-8728-00 Prince Wil- State selection committee, 7-9060-00 Webster 
q liam County .........0...c00e--: 5,808.00 WA a 7,023.55 
| 7-8730-00 Pulaski 7-8858-00 Adams 7-9062-00 Wetzel 
OMNI i Jose ecsnectasesoncond 13,121.00 CON cantatas 13,008.00 I iiitisinentitidineed 6,240.79 
1 7-8734-00 Richmond 7-8860-00 Asotin 7-9064-00 Wirt County . 3,278.18 
ell AIR 3,427.00 TN Ei ec! 9,973.00 7-9070-00 State Se- 
7-8742-00 Russell 7-8876-00 Ferry lection | Committee, 
4 NII secescicectataacegacdacicad 3,593.00 NII secccektacrtancccan 5,203.00 NP iectscacaacctietedee 200.00 
j 7-8744-00 Scott 7-8896-00 Kitsap State selection committee, 
: III cases iectandserccsianaies 16,640.00 I gs cecaiehct i lacsstacsneies 39,000.00 wi 
7-8748-00 Smyth 7-8910-00 Pacific 7-9074-00 Appleton 
ac! 3,385.00 ci iiciisznteccs 11,057.00 ieee cd 12,107.87 
7-8756-00 Surry 7-8912-00 Pend 7-9096-00 Adams 
ee 4,290.00 Oreille County................ 7,383.00 SRN icone 6,305.88 
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7,332.15 
7,339.49 
7,038.09 
7,229.42 
8,998.61 
8,080.89 
13,729.82 
10,151.20 
10,347.66 
4,967.52 
16,012.14 
7,253.64 
7,687.70 
6,438.78 


7,887.86 
5,838.32 


7,636.94 
13,057.64 
7,941.12 
7,177.72 
5,758.95 
7,259.39 
8,178.34 
16,638.55 
21,709.24 


9,705.00 


6,496.04 


7,242.40 
9,150.99 
9,031.54 
8,153.20 
21,344.12 
8,840.68 
4,438.56 
8,227.13 
9,203.33 
6,963.07 
6,859.89 


lection Committee, WI .. 


State selection committee, 


7,705.59 
8,793.46 
13,248.05 
8,608.87 
9,029.28 
15,447.21 
8,843.99 
8,654.60 
6,914.28 
11,555.19 


6,972.05 
12,731.46 


50,775.82 
9,284.51 
7,314.51 

32,553.97 

17,159.41 


3,021.87 


7,342.00 
4,731.00 
7,670.00 
5,160.00 
2,334.00 
4,900.00 
2,243.00 
39,961.00 
6,946.00 
1,374.00 
9,038.00 
3,736.00 
9,117.00 
2,956.00 
4,674.00 
10,564.00 
4,018.00 
2,458.00 


[FR Doc. 89-15263 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6718-01-M 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
Agreement(s) Filed 


The Federal Maritime Commission 
hereby gives notice of the filing of the 
following agreement(s) pursuant to 
section 5 of the Shipping Act of 1984. 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of each agreement at the 
Washington, DC Office of the Federal 
Maritime Commission, 1100 L Street, 
NW., Room 10325. Interested parties 
may submit comments on each 
aqreement to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, DC 
20573, within 10 days after the date of 
the Federal Register in which this notice 
appears. The requirements for 
comments are found in § 572.603 of Title 
46 of the Code of Federal Regulations. 
Interested persons should consult this 
section before communicating with the 
Commission regarding a pending 
agreement. 

Agreement No.: 203-011160-008 

Title: Agreement 11160 

Parties: 


n. v. CMB s.a. 

Atlantic Container Line BV 

Compagnie Generale Maritime (CGM) 

Gulf Container Line (GCL), BV 

Orient Overseas Container Line (UK) 

Ltd. 

Hapag Lloyd AG 

Johnson ScanStar 

Lykes Bros. Steamship Co., Inc. 

Nedlloyd Lijnen BV 

P & O Containers (TFL) Limited 

Polish Ocean Lines 

Sea-Land Service, Inc. 

South Atlantic Cargo Shipping NV 

Deppe Linie GmbH & Co. 

Incotrans BV 

Mediterranean Shipping Co. 

Synopsis: The proposed modification 
would delete n. v. CMB s.a. as a party to 
the Agreement. 


Agreement No.: 212-011213-008 

Title: Spain-ltaly/Puerto Rico Island 
Pool Agreement 

Parties: 

Compania Trasatlantica Espanola, 

S.A. 

Nordana Line AS 

Sea-Land Service, Inc. 

Synopsis: The proposed modification 
would suspend overcasriage and 


undercarriage payments for the second 
Pool Period. 
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By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 
Joseph C. Polking, 
Secretary. 

Dated: June 26, 1989. 


[FR Doc. 89-15420 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


Agreement(s) Filed 


The Federal Maritime Commission 
hereby gives notice that the following 
agreement(s) has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and 
may request a copy of each agreement 
and the supporting statement at the 
Washington, DC Office of the Federal 
Maritime Commission, 1100 L Street 
NW., Room 10325. Interested parties 
may submit protests or comments on 
each agreement to the Secretary, 
Federal Maritime Commission, 
Washington, DC 20573, within 10 days 
after the date of the Federal Register in 
which this notice appears. The 
requirements for comments and protests 
are found in section 560.7 of Title 46 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations. 
Interested persons should consult this 
section before communicating with the 
Commission regarding a pending 
agreement. 

Any person filing a comment or 
protest with the Commission shall, at 
the same time, deliver a copy of that 
document to the person filing the 
agreement at the address shown below. 


Agreement No.: 224-200260. 

Title: Port of Longview Terminal 
Agreement. 

Parties: 


Port of Longview 
International Raw Materials, Ltd. 
(IRM) 

Filing party: T.S.L. Perlman, Attorney 
for the Port of Longview, Fort & Schlefer, 
1401 New York Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20005. 

Synopsis: The Agreement provides for 
IRM's exclusive use and operation of a 
bulk cargo handling facility for storing 
and handling designated dry bulk 
products. The initial term of the 
Agreement is for 12 years. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: June 26, 1989. 

Joseph C. Polking, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 89-15494 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 


Agency Forms Under Review 
June 26, 1989. 
Background 


Notice is hereby given of final 
approval of proposed information 
collection{s) by the Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System (Board) 
under OMB delegated authority, as per 5 
CFR 1320.9 (OMB Regulation on 
Controlling Paperwork Burdens on the 
Public). 

For Further Information Contact: 
Federal Reserve Board Clearance 
Officer—Frederick J. Schroeder— 
Division of Research and Statistics, 
Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, Washington, D.C. 20551 
(202-452-3822). OMB Desk Officer— 
Gary Waxman—Office of Information 
and Regulatory Affairs, Office of 
Management and Budget, New 
Executive Office Building, Room 3208, 
Washington, D.C. 20503 (202-395-7340). 

Final approval under OMB delegated 
authority to implement the following 
report: 

Report title: Report of Foreign (Non- 

U.S.) Currency Deposits 
Agency form number: FR 2915 
OMB Docket number: 7100-0237 
Frequency: Monthly or quarterly 
Reporters: Depository institutions 
Annual reporting hours: 600 
Estimated number of respondents: 100 
Estimated average hours per response: 5 
Small businesses are not affected. 


General description of report: The 
Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System has decided, in 
response to an inquiry forwarded to it 
by the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago, 
not to object to issuance of foreign 
currency deposits at depository 
institutions in the United States after 
December 31, 1989. The Board does not 
expect such deposits to increase rapidly, 
or ultimately to accumulate to a large 
amount, given the existing availability of 
effectively similar instruments. 
However, to the extent that depository 
institutions issue foreign currency 
deposits, a procedure for converting the 
value of such deposits into dollars for 
reporting purposes and some limited 
additional reporting are necessary. The 
proposed new reporting form will enable 
the Federal Reserve to exclude foreign 
currency deposits from measures of the 
monetary aggregates. 

This report is authorized by Federal 
law (12 U.S.C. 248(a)). Data reported will 
be given confidential treatment (5 U.S.C. 
552(b)(4)). 
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Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, June 26, 1989. 


William W. Wiles, 

Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc. 89-15476 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


Compagnie Financiere de Suez, Paris, 
France; Proposal To Engage in 
Brokerage and Advisory Services 
Regarding Foreign Currency Options 





Compagnie Financiere de Suez and its 
subsidiary, Banque Indosuez, both of 
Paris, France (“Applicants”), have 
applied, pursuant to section 4{c)(8) of 
the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1843(c)(8)) and § 225.23{a)(3) of 
the Board’s Regulation Y (12 CFR 
225.23(a)(3)), for permission to engage de 
novo through their wholly-owned 
subsidiary, Carr Futures International, 
Inc., Chicago, Illinois (“Company”), in 
the execution and clearance of foreign 
currency option contracts traded on the 
Philadelphia Stock Exchange and in the 
provision of incidental investment 
advice with respect to such options. 
Company is currently authorized to 
engage in futures commission merchant 
(“FCM”) activities and related advisory 
services pursuant to § 225.25 (b)(18) and 
(b)(19) of the Board's Regulation Y (12 
CFR 225.25 (b)(18) and (b)(19)). 

Company will not trade foreign 
currency options for its own account 
and will not extend credit to customers 
for the express purpose of meeting 
initial or maintenance margins. 
Company will furnish advice only to 
financially sophisticated persons that 
have significant dealings or holdings in 
foreign exchange. Company is registered 
with the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission (“CFTC”) as a futures 
commission merchant, and is a clearing 
member of the Chicago Mercantile 
Exchange (“CME”). Company is also 
registered with the Securities and 
Exchange Commission as a broker and 
has applied to become a member of the 
Philadelphia Stock Exchange. Company 
will also become a clearing member of 
the Options Clearing Corporation. 

The Board has previously approved 
foreign currency options brokerage on 
an SEC-regulated exchange in 
combination with FCM activities. See, 
e.g., Hongkong and Shanghai Banking 
Corporation, 72 Federal Reserve Bulletin 
345 (1986); Citicorp, 70 Federal Reserve 
Bulletin 591 (1984). The Board in 
Citicorp also approved the provision of 
investment advice in combination with 
brokerage activities for CFTC-regulated 
options on foreign currency. 
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This proposal raises issues concerning 
(1) the standard for determining which 
customers can be furnished with advice 
on SEC-regulated options on foreign 
currency that Company would broker 
and (2) what operational limitations 
should be placed on such activities. 
Applicants propose that the standard for 
determining which customers can be 
furnished with such services should be 
that of financially sophisticated persons 
that have significant dealings or 
holdings in foreign currency, rather than 
a standard based on net worth as in 
National Westminster Bank PLC, 72 
Federal Reserve Bulletin 585 (1986) 
(“Natwest”), or an unrestricted’ 
approach as in Bank of New England 
Corporation, 74 Federal Reserve Bulletin 
700 (1988) (“BNEC"). Moreover, 
Applicants believe that it would be 
inappropriate to provide commitments 
such as those made in NatWest or 
BNEC for the provision of advice on - 
SEC-regulated options on foreign 
currency that are not imposed when 
advice is rendered with respect to 
options on foreign currency futures. 

Section 4{c)(8) of the Act provides that 
a bank holding company may, with prior 
Board approval, engage directly or 
indirectly in any activities “which the 
Board after due notice and opportunity 
for hearing has determined [by order or 
’ regulation] to be so closely related to 
banking or managing or controlling 
banks as to be a proper incident 
thereto.” A particular activity may be 
found to meet the “closely related to 
banking” test if it is demonstrated that 
banks have generally provided the 
proposed activity; that banks generally 
provide services that are operationally 
or functionally so similar to the 
proposed activity so as to equip them 
particularly well to provide the 
proposed activity; or that banks 
generally provide services that are so 
integrally related to the proposed 
activity as to require their provision in a 
specialized form. National Courier Ass'n 
v. Board of Governors, 516 F.2d 1229, 
1237 (D.C. Cir. 1975). In addition, the 
Board may consider any other basis that 
may demonstrate that the activity has a 
reasonable or close relationship to 
banking or managing or controlling 
banks. 49 FR 806 (1984) . 

Applicants believe that the provision 
of investment advice in conjunction with 
brokering SEC-regulated foreign 
currency options is closely related to 
banking since banks currently engage in 
the proposed activities. Applicants also 
maintain that there is no difference, 
other than with regard to regulatory 
oversight, between CFTC-regulated 


options on foreign currency and SEC- 
regulated options on foreign currency. 


In determining whether an activity 
meets the second, or proper incident to 
banking, test of section 4(c)(8), the 
Board must consider whether the 
performance of the activity by an 
affiliate of a holding company “can 
reasonably be expected to produce 
benefits to the public, such as greater 
convenience, increased competition, or 
gains in efficiency that outweigh 
possible adverse effects, such as undue 
concentration of resources, decreased or 
unfair competition, conflicts of interests, 
or unsound banking practices.” 


Applicants believe that the proposed 
activities would permit Company to 
serve the hedging and investment needs 
of its customers more effectively and to 
provide added convenience to its 
customers. Applicants also state that the 
de novo entry of Company into the 
market for these services would 
increase the level of competition among 
providers of these services already in 
operation. Applicants maintain that 
these benefits outweigh any possible 
adverse effects. 

Any views or requests for a hearing 
should be submitted in writing and 
received by William W. Wiles, 
Secretary, Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, Washington, 
DC 20551, not later than July 19, 1989. 
Any request for a hearing must, as 
required by § 262.3(e) of the Board's 
Rules of Procedure (12 CFR 262.3(e)), be 
accompanied by a statement of why a 
written presentation would not suffice in 
lieu of a hearing, identifying specifically 
any questions of fact that are in dispute, 
summarizing the evidence that would be 
presented at a hearing, and indicating 
how the party commenting would be 
aggrieved by approval of the proposal. 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
the Federal Reserve Bank of New York. 


Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, June 23, 1989. 
Jennifer J. Johnson, 
Associate Secretary of the Board. 
[FR Doc. 89-15477 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


Mergers of Bank Holding Companies 


The companies listed in this notice 
have applied for the Board's approval 
under section 3 of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842) and 
§ 225.14 of the Board’s Regulation Y (12 
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CFR 225.14) to become a bank holding 
company or to acquire a bank or bank 
holding company. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the applications 
are set forth in section 3{(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842{c}). 

Each application is available for 
immediate inspection at the Federal 
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the 
application has been accepted for 
processing, it will also be available for 
inspection at the offices of the Board of 
Governors. Interested persons may 
express their views in writing to the 
Reserve Bank or to the offices of the 
Board of Governors. Any comment on 
an application that requests a hearing 
must include a statement of why a 
written presentation would not suffice in 
lieu of a hearing, identifying specifically 
any questions of fact that are in dispute 
and summarizing the evidence that 
would be presented at a hearing. 

Unless otherwise noted, comments 
regarding each of these applications 
must be received not later than July 14, 
1989. 

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Cleveland 
(John J. Wixted, Jr., Vice President) 1455 
East Sixth Street, Cleveland, Ohio 44101: 

1. CSB Acquisition Corporation, 
Louisville, Kentucky; to become a bank 
holding company by acquiring 100 
percent of the voting shares of 
Crestwood Banking Company, Ltd., 
Crestwood, Kentucky, thereby indirectly 
acquire Crestwood State Bank, 
Crestwood, Kentucky. 

B. Federal Reserve Bank of Richmond 
(Lloyd W. Bostian, Jr., Vice President) 
701 East Byrd Street, Richmond, Virginia 
23261: 

1. Bank Maryland Corp., Towson, 
Maryland; to acquire 100 percent of the 
voting shares of Heritage International 
Bank, Inc., Bethesda, Maryland. 

2. Crescent Group, Bethesda, 
Maryland, a wholly owned subsidiary of 
Bank Maryland Corp., Towson, 
Maryland; to acquire control and 
management of Heritage International 
Bank, Inc., Bethesda, Maryland. 

C. Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago 
(David S. Epstein, Vice President) 230 
South LaSalle Street, Chicago, Illinois 
60690: 

1. FM Bancorp, Ine., Paxton, Illinois; 
to acquire 100 percent of the voting 
shares of Melvin State Bank, Melvin, 
Illinois. 

2. Northwest Illinois Bancorp, Inc., 
Freeport, Illinois; to acquire through 
NWIB Acquisition Corporation, Inc., 100 
percent of the voting shares of First 
Galena Bancshares, Inc., Galena, 
Illinois; thereby indirectly acquire First 
National Bank of Galena, Galena, 
Illinois. 
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3. NWIB Acquisition Corporation, 
Inc., Freeport, Illinois; to acquire 100 
percent of the voting shares of First 
Galena Bancshares, Inc., Galena, 
Illinois; thereby indirectly acquire First 
National Bank of Galena, Galena, 
Illinois. 

D. Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis 
(Randall C. Sumner, Vice President) 411 
Locust Street, St. Louis, Missouri 63166: 

1. Stone County National Bancshares, 
Inc., Crane, Missouri; to become a bank 
holding company by acquiring at least 
80 percent of the voting shares of Stone 
County National Bank, Crane, Missouri. 


Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, June 23, 1989. 


William W. Wiles, 
Secretary of the Board. 


[FR Doc. 89-15478 Filed 06-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


Change in Bank Control Notices; 
Acquisitions of Shares of Banks or 
Bank Holding Companies; Daniel L. 
Goodwin et al. 


The notificants listed below have 
applied under the Change in Bank 
Control Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(j)) and 
§ 225.41 of the Board’s Regulation Y (12 
CFR 225.41) to acquire a bank or bank 
holding company. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the notices are 
set forth in paragraph 7 of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1817(j)(7)). 

The notices are available for 
immediate inspection at the Federal 
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the 
notices have been accepted for 
processing, they will also be available 
for inspection at the offices of the Board 
of Governors. Interested persons may 
express their views in writing to the 
Reserve Bank indicated for that notice 
or to the offices of the Board of 


Governors. Comments must be received 
not later than July 14, 1989. 

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago 
(David S. Epstein, Vice President) 230 
South LaSalle Street, Chicago, Illinois 


60690: 

1. Daniel L. Goodwin, Oak Brook, 
Illinois; to acquire 100 percent of the 
voting shares of Bellwood 
Bancorporation, Inc., Bellwood, Illinois, 
and thereby indirectly acquire Bank of 
Bellwood, Bellwood, Illinois, and First 
National Bank of Wheaton, Wheaton, 
Illinois. 

B. Federal Reserve Bank of 
Minneapolis (James M. Lyon, Vice 
President) 250 Marquette Avenue, 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55480: 

1. Bernard Gruenes, St. Cloud, 
Minnesota; to acquire an additional 16.0 
percent for a cumulative total of 40 
percent of the voting shares of Eden 
Valley Bancshares, Inc., Eden Valley, 
Minnesota, and thereby indirectly 
acquire State Bank of Eden Valley, Eden 
Valley, Minnesota. 


Buard of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, June 26, 1989. 
Jennifer J. Johnson, 
Associate Secretary of the Board. 
[FR Doc. 89-15479 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


Change in Bank Control Notices; 
Acquisitions of Shares of Banks or 
Bank Holding Companies; Raymond E. 
Mason, Jr.; Correction 


This notice corrects a previous 
Federal Register notice (FR Doc. 89- 
9574) published at page 16163 of the 
issue for Friday, April 21, 1989. 

Under the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Atlanta, the entry for Raymond E. 
Mason, Jr., is amended to read as 
follows: 

1. Raymond E. Mason, Jr., Venice, 
Florida; to retain 19 percent of the voting 
shares of Florida Westcoast Banks, Inc., 
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Venice, Florida (“Florida Westcoast 
Banks”), and to acquire an additional 6 
percent of the voting shares of Florida 
Westcoast Banks, thereby indirectly 
acquiring First National Bank of Venice, 
Venice, Florida. 

Comments on this Change in Bank 
Control Notice must be received by July 
17, 1989. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, June 26, 1989. 

Jennifer J. Johnson, 

Associate Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc. 89-15480 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 





FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 


Granting of Request for Eariy 
Termination of the Waiting Period 
Under the Premerger Notification 
Rules 


Section 7A of the Clayton Act, 15 
U.S.C. 18a, as added by Title II of the 
Hart-Scott-Rodino Antitrust 
Improvements Act of 1976, requires 
persons contemplating certain mergers 
or acquisitions to give the Federal Trade 
Commission and the Assistant Attorney 
General advance notice and to wait 
designated periods before 
consummation of such plans. Section 
7A(b)(2) of the Act permits the agencies, 
in individual cases, to terminate this 
waiting period prior to its expiration and 
requires that notice of this action be 
published in the Federal Register. 

The following transactions were 
granted early termination of the waiting 
period provided by law and the 
premerger notification rules. The grants 
were made by the Federal Trade 
Commission and the Assistant Attorney 
General for the Antitrust Division of the 
Department of Justice. Neither agency 
intends to take any action with respect 
to these proposed acquisitions during 
the applicable waiting period: 


TRANSACTIONS GRANTED EARLY TERMINATION BETWEEN: 061289 AND 062389 





Name of acquiring person, name of acquired person, name of acquired entity 


The Morgan Stanley Leveraged Equity Fund Ii, L.P., Siigan Corporation, Silgan Corporaton 
Continental Cablevision, inc., American Cablesystems of Florida, a Ltd. Partnership, American Cablesystems of Florida, a Ltd. 






















Date 
terminated 





89-1763 06/12/89 





PRN cities stie cic aapusericossochiuba ch donsesccosassepapadicchsestucalibevepeesetecsientenipienissseetensaiesciitlbedasentitoonsttsanensicinindimesninidsiatachqutentnmndivamesticsrensatwmennvesviid 89-1805 06/12/89 
Continental Cablevision, Inc., American Cablesystems Northeast, a Ltd. Partnership, American Cablesystems Northeast, a Ltd. 

RUMI 7s sinexssieleektestronsdntckdoncsSicosestonstesnmsceseslinnestavtedttventesieresestbhseescseceibaosesaseastipdpaaubnscitanesatqasiennsuciticaannentonininesesictilancidaasueeaseinetitiaceesectiilineteetees 89-1806 06/12/89 
Thrifty Rent-A-Car System, inc., Mr. Sanford Miller, Snappy Car Rental, Inc. ...............cscecesesssesesesesesseceeensnsetesesesnsesnssnsnsnaneeenessennensssnansnseaesnnened 89-1835 06/12/89 
CoreSiates Financial Corp., Empire of America FSA, Metrotelier Systems incorporated ... 89-1857 06/12/89 
Citicorp, Empire of America Federal Savings Bank, Empire................c.csssesessssesnsesnsesensneneee = 89-1865 06/12/89 
Sten Allan Oisson, Orient-Express Hotels inc., Orient-Express Hotels In ..............0.-ssecssesessesessenessnesrsnsssessesssecensnsnsnsnnenenencsnsnsoennenensnsneasanenenea 89-1867 06/12/89 
Tiphook pic, Orient-Express Hotels inc., Orient-Express Hotels In .............scscecsssssesesesssrecssesersrsesnsncnssnsnssesnsnsnencssscarsnensonssnsnesesnsnsnenuenensanseesee 89-1869 06/12/89 
First interstate Bancorp, Financial Corporation of Santa Barbara, Santa Barbara Savings and Loan Association ..............-.--.csessssesseeseeees 89-1884 06/12/89 
Sara Lee Corporation, PKC Merger Corporation, PKC Merger Corporation ..........:.0:sess:sssssesenes Se ecmuteseaadecScaphaniestotyobestiteen 89-1924 06/12/89 
Pannill Family Limited Partnership, PKC Merger Corporation PKC Merger Corporattion................:sse 89-1925 06/12/89 
The Oklahoma Publishing Company, American City Business Journals, Inc., Shaw Publishing, Inc ... 89-1779 06/13/89 
Noble Affiliates, Inc., Transco Exploration Company, TXP Operating Company .............--.:sssssssesssssssssesnssnsutsnssnsneenesnentanssnsensnssnsnesnssnanenneseesen 89-1780 06/13/89 
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TRANSACTIONS GRANTED EARLY TERMINATION BETWEEN: 061289 AND 062389—Continued 


Name of acquiring person, name of acquired person, name of acquired entity a, 


The News Corporation Limited, MP! Holdings U.S., Inc., MP! Holdings U.S., EL: cca antpacieh chee igesaeoh debttepepsdeaececinpsendnebesiohiptecttan a 89-1915 06/13/89 
Electrolux a 89-1935 06/13/89 
89-1757 06/14/89 

89-1768 06/14/89 

89-1782 06/14/89 

89-1846 06/14/89 

Inc., Coilplus Holdings, Inc 89-1918 06/14/89 

C-TEC Copenion Cente! Corporation, Centel Cable Television ae of Michigan . cassie 89-1740 06/15/89 
THORN Emi pic, Chrysalis Group pic, Terwright Records, Inc............... . seats ile 89-1749 06/15/89 
89-1808 06/15/89 

89-1703 06/16/89 

89-1773 06/16/89 

89-1810 06/16/89 

89-1870 06/16/89 

89-1873 06/19/89 

89-1880 06/19/89 

89-1882 06/19/89 

89-1883 06/19/89 

89-1885 06/19/89 

89-1890 06/19/89 

89-1897 06/19/89 

89-1903 06/19/89 

89-1907 06/19/89 

89-1908 06/19/89 

89-1910 06/19/89 

sabe 89-1917 06/19/89 

Mitsubishi Corporation, Hemisphere Holding and Trading Corporation, Pan American Trade Development Cosporation 89-1919 06/19/89 

Oce-van der Grinten N.V., Schlumberger Limited, Schlumberger Technologies, ia al tinal censceotticenaniicanichcaisceeanetelitel nents 89-1922 06/19/89 


89-1930 06/19/89 

pepuanattnadh Miphten, the Sadana Sakd oth Govtmeden Compare. ar ee ee 
cathedral classical pe ccnh cbcdses china vancessosshineespgetihimmmmeiahetannssenseteeetins ‘a 89-1931 06/19/89 
LIT Holdings PLC, Richard F. Bares, Barnes & Co. and Barnes Government Securities, Inc.. 89-1950 06/19/89 
89-1952 06/19/89 
89-1965 06/19/89 
89-1966 06/19/89 
89-1976 06/19/89 
89-1796 06/20/89 
89-1847 06/20/89 
89-1863 06/20/89 
89-1898 06/20/89 
89-1899 06/20/89 
89-1900 06/20/89 
89-1906 06/20/89 
89-1939 06/20/89 
89-1940 06/20/89 
89-1941 06/20/89 
89-1949 06/20/89 
89-1953 06/20/89 
89-1963 06/20/89 
89-1814 06/21/89 
89-1841 06/21/89 
89-1911 06/21/89 
89-1955 06/21/89 
89-1830 06/22/89 
89-1838 06/22/89 
89-1901 06/22/89 
89-1926 06/22/88 
89-1927 06/22/89 
‘ eee 89-1943 06/22/89 
Wasserstein Perelia Partners, L-P., The Gateway aeanana PLC, The Saar Corporation PLC... 89-2043 06/22/89 
Wasserstein Pereila Partners, L-P., The Gateway Corporation PLC, The Gateway Corporation PLC 89-2047 06/22/89 
international Business Machines Corporation, Computer Task Group, Incorporated, Computer Task Group, Incorporated... tes 89-1896 06/23/89 
Kaydon Corporation, KD Holdings Corp., KDI Electro-Tec Corp 89-1938 06/23/89 
\ 89-1958 06/23/89 
Bunz! pic, Advance Enterprises, inc., Advance Enterprises, Inc 89-1971 06/23/89 
Charterhouse Equity Partners L.P., Maxwell Communication Corporation pic, Gump's, Inc. (CA) & Gump's Inc. (TX) ... 89-1874 06/23/89 
Merili Lynch Capital Appreciation Partnership No. B- ete “Holdings” 89-1979 06/23/89 
Dudiey J. Hughes, Placer Dome, Inc., Prairie Producing Compan 89-1984 06/23/89 
Placer Dome, inc., Dudley J. Hughes, Hughes Eastern Seidinum “Inc. 89-1985 06/23/89 
ttel Corporation, Jeffrey Solomon, Paul Jeffrey Company, inc., P.J. Equities, Steelway...... 89-1998 06/23/89 
ftel Corporation, Jeffrey Solomon, Paul Jeffrey Company, inc., P.J. Equities, Steelway 89-1999 06/23/89 
GATX Corporation, NCNB Corporation, NCNB Texas National Bank 89-2000 06/23/89 
oidi 5 ; 89-2004 06/23/89 
Toliman-Hundiey Acquisition Corp., Reliance Capital Group, L.P., Days Corp.. wie _ 89-2009 06/23/89 
American Exploration Company, Plains Resources inc., Plains Resources Inc............ si 89-2012 06/23/89 
Capital Holding Corporation, Southlife Hoiding Company, Southlife Holding Company.. 89-2017 06/23/89 
Buffalo Brass Company, Inc., Atlantic Richfield Company, Atlantic Richfield Company ee 89-2018 06/23/89 
The St. Paul Companies, inc., Peerco Realty investors Limited Partnership, Peerco Realty investors Limited Partnership 89-2024 06/23/89 
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TRANSACTIONS GRANTED EARLY TERMINATION BETWEEN: 061289 AND 062389—Continued 






E.H. Amoid, General Mills, Inc., Vroman Foods, Inc., and Toledo Frigid Lines, inc 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Sandra M. Peay, Contact 

Representative, Premerger Notification 

Office, Bureau of Competition, Room 

303, Federal Trade Commission, 

Washington, DC 20580, (202) 326-3100. 
By direction of the Commission. 

Donald S. Clark, 

Secretary. 

{FR Doc. 89-15519 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6750-01-M 





DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Office of the Secretary 


Agency Forms Submitted to the Office 
of Management and Budget for 
Ciearance 


On Fridays, the Department of Health 
and Human Services, Office of the 
Secretary publishes a list of information 
collections it has submitted to the Office 
of Management and Budget (OMB) for 
clearance in compliance with the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
Chapter 35). The following are those 
information collections recently 
submitted to OMB. 

1. Hill-Burton Community Services 
Assurance Report, Triennial IV—0990- 
0096—revision—The Community 
Services Assurance Report provides 
information on community services 
provided by Hill-Burton recipients. The 
Public Health Service Act (Titles VI and 
XVI) requires that this information be 
obtained periodically to enable 
assessment of the compliance of 
recipient Hill-Burton health facilities 
with their community services 
assurances. Respondents: State or local 
governments, non-profit institutions; 
Number of Respondents: 6300; 
Frequency of Response: Every 3 years; 
Annual Number of Responses: 2100; 
Average Burden per Response: 52.5 
hours; Estimated Annual Burden: 110,250 
hours. 

OMB Desk Officer: Shannah Koss- 
McCallum. 

Copies of the information collection 
packages listed above can be obtained 
by calling the OS Reports Clearance 
Officer on (202) 245-6511. Written 
comments and recommendations for the 
proposed information collection should 
be sent directly to the OMB desk officer 


Name of acquiring person, name of acquired person, name of acquired entity 


designated above at the following 
address: OMB Reports Management 
Branch, New Executive Office Building, 
Room 3208, Washington, DC 20503. 


Date: June 19, 1989. 
James F. Trickett, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Management 
and Acquisition. 
[FR Doc. 89-15319 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4150-04-M 


Family Support Administration 


Forms Submitted to the Office of 


Management and Budget for 
Clearance 


The Family Support Administration 
(FSA) will publish on Fridays, 
information collection packages 
submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) for clearance in 
compliance with the Paperwork 
Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35). 

Since the last scheduled publication 
on June 9, 1989 the following packages 
were submitted to OMB: 

(For a copy of packages, call the FSA, 
Reports Clearance Officer on 202-252-5598). 


1. Refugee Program Expenditures— 
FSA-602—This form is used to issue 
quarterly Grant awards, make necessary 
adjustments to these awards, and to 
report to Congress on State Refugee 
assistance activities and expenditures. 
The level and frequency of State 
reporting is determined by high and low 
levels of refugee resettlement. States 
with a high level report quarterly, and 
States with a low level report annually. 
Respondents: States; Number of 
Respondents: 29 and 21; Frequency of 
Response: Quarterly and Annually; 
Average Burden per Response: % hour 
and 2 hours; Estimated Annual Burden: 
129 hours (87 hours plus 42 hours). 

2. State Estimate Formn—ORR-1—This 
form is used to ensure effective program 
planning and to meet legislative 
requirements of the Refugee Act of 1980, 
(Pub. L. 96-212). States are required to 
submit estimates of the nature, costs 
and provisions of services and 
assistance to refugees. Respondents: 
States; Number of Respondents: 50; 
Frequency of Response: 1; Average 
Burden per Response: 30 minutes; 
Estimated Annual Burden: 25 hours. 

OMB Desk Officer: Justin Kopca. 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 





89-2025 06/23/89 


Written comments and 
recommendations for the proposed 
information collection should be sent 
directly to the OMB Desk Officer 
designated above at the following 
address: OMB Reports Management 
Branch, New Executive Office Building, 
Room 3201, 725 17th Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20503. 


Date: June 23, 1989. 
Sylvia E. Vela, 
Deputy Associate Administrator, Office of 
Management and Information Systems. 
[FR Doc. 89-15363 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4150-04-M 


Food and Drug Administration 


[Docket No. 89M-0197) 


Alcon Laboratories; Premarket 
Approval of Polypropylene Suture, 
Nonabsorbabie Surgical Suture, U.S.P. 
(Clear or Blue) 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing its 
approval of the application by Alcon 
Laboratories, Inc., Fort Worth, TX, for 
premarket approval, under the Medical 
Device Amendments of 1976, of the 
Alcon Polypropylene Suture, 
Nonabsorbable Surgical Suture, U.S.P. 
(Clear or Blue). This device is to be 
manufactured under an agreement with 
Sharpoint, Reading, PA, which has 
authorized Alcon Laboratories, Inc., to 
incorporate information contained in its 
approved premarket approval 
application for the Sharpoint 
Polypropylene Suture, Nonabsorbable 
Surgical Suture, U.S.P. (Clear or Blue) 
for ophthalmic use. FDA's Center for 
Devices and Radiological Health 
(CDRH) notified the applicant, by letter 
of May 31, 1989, of the approval of the 
application. 

DATES: Petitions for administrative 
review by July 31, 1989. 


ADDRESSES: Written requests for copies 
of the summary of safety and 
effectiveness data and petitions for 
administrative review to the Dockets 
Management Branch (HFA-305), Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Kenneth A. Palmer, Center for Devices 
and Radiological Health (HFZ-410), 
Food and Drug Administration, 8757 
Georgia Ave., Silver Spring, MD 20910, 
301-427-7238. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
January 6, 1989, Alcon Laboratories, Inc., 
Fort Worth, TX 76115, submitted to 
CDRH an application for premarket 
approval of Polypropylene Suture, 
Nonabsorbable Surgical Suture, U.S.P. 
(Clear or Blue). The device is indicated 
for use in soft tissue approximation in 
ophthalmic surgery. The application 
includes authorization from Sharpoint, 
Reading, PA 19608, to incorporate 
information contained in its approved 
premarket approval application for the 
Sharpoint Polypropylene Suture, 
Nonabsorbable Surgical Suture, U.S.P. 
(Clear or Blue). 

On May 31, 1989, CDRH approved the 
application by letter to the applicant 
from the Acting Director of the Office of 
Device Evaluation, CDRH. 

A summary of the safety and 
effectiveness data on which CDRH 
based its approval is on file in the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) and is available from that office 
upon written request. Requests should 
be identified with the name of the 

-device and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. 

A copy of all approved labeling is 
available for public inspection at 
CDRH—contact Kenneth A. Palmer 
(HFZ-410), address above. 


Opportunity for Administrative Review 


Section 515(d)(3) of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (the act) (21 
U.S.C. 360e(d)(3)) authorizes any 
interested person to petition, under 
section 515(g) of the act (21 U.S.C. 
360e(g)), for administrative review of 
CDRH’s decision to approve this 
application. A petitioner may request 
either a formal hearing under Part 12 (21 
CFR Part 12) of FDA's administrative 
practices and procedures regulations or 
a review of the application and CDRH's 
action by an independent advisory 
committee of experts. A petition is to be 
in the form of a petition for 
reconsideration under § 10.33(b) (21 CFR 
10.33(b)). A petitioner shall identity the 
form of review requested (hearing or 
independent advisory committee) and 
shall submit with the petition supporting 
data and information showing that there 
is a genuine and substantial issue of 
material fact for resolution through 
administrative review. After reviewing 
the petition, FDA will decide whether to 
grant or deny the petition and will 


publish a notice of its decision in the 
Federal Register. If FDA grants the 
petition, the notice will state the issue to 
be reviewed, the form of the review to 
be used, the persons who may 
participate in the review, the time and 
place where the review will occur, and 
other details. 

Petitioners may, at any time on or 
before July 31, 1989, file with the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) two copies of each petition and 
supporting data and information, 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. Received petitions may be 
seen in the office above between 9 a.m. 
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 

This notice is issued under the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 
515(d), 520(h), 90 Stat. 554-555, 571 (21 
U.S.C. 360e(d), 360j(h))}) and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs (21 CFR 5.10) and 
redelegated to the Director, Center for 
Devices and Radiological Health (21 
CFR 5.53). 


Dated: June 22, 1989. 


Walter E. Gundaker, 


Acting Deputy Director, Center for Devices 
and Radiological Health. 


[FR Doc. 89-15492 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


[Docket No. 89M-0193] 


Cook, Inc.; Premarket Approval of the 
Cook Bird’s Nest Vena Cava Filter 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing its 
approval of the application by Cook, 
Inc., Bloomington, IN, for premarket 
approval, under the Medical Device 
Amendments of 1976, of the Cook Bird's 
Nest Vena Cava Filter. After reviewing 
the recommendation of the Circulatory 
System Devices Panel, FDA's Center for 
Devices and Radiological Health 
(CDRH) notified the applicant, by letter 
of April 26, 1989, of the approval of the 
application. 


DATE: Petitions for administrative 
review by July 31, 1989. 

ADDRESS: Written requests for copies of 
the summary of safety and effectiveness 
data and petitions for administrative 
review to the Dockets Management 
Branch (HFA-305), Food and Drug 
Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Shang W. Hwang, Center for Devices 
and Radiological Health (HFZ-450), 
Food and Drug Administration, 8757 
Georgia Ave., Silver Spring, MD 20910, 
301-427-7371. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May 
9, 1988, Cook, Inc., Bloomington, IN 
47402, submitted to CDRH an 
application for premarket approval of 
the Cook Bird’s Nest Vena Cava Filter. 
The filter is used for filtration of inferior 
vena cava blood to prevent pulmonary 
thromboembolism (PTE). The 
indications for use are: (1) In patients 
with PTE with anticoagulant therapy 
contraindications or complications; (2) 
in patients with PTE with anticoagulant 
failure, i.e., recurrent PTE despite 
anticoagulant therapy; (3) 
prophylactically in patients with deep 
vein thrombosis at great risk for PTE, or 
patients with a history of PTE about to 
undergo a surgical procedure. 

On November 28, 1988, the Circulatory 
System Devices Panel, an FDA advisory 
committee, reviewed and recommended 
approval of the application. On April 26, 
1989, CDRH approved the application by 
a letter to the applicant from the Acting 
Director of the Office of Device 
Evaluation, CDRH. 

A summary of the safety and 
effectiveness data on which CDRH 
based its approval is on file in the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) and is available from that office 
upon written request. Requests should 
be identified with the name of the 
device and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. 

A copy of all approved labeling is 
available for public inspection at 
CDRH—contact Shang W. Hwang 
(HFZ-450), address above. 


Opportunity for Administrative Review 


Section 515(d)(3) of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (the act) (21 
U.S.C. 360e(d)}(3)) authorizes any 
interested person to petition, under 
section 515(g) of the act (21 U.S.C. 
360e(g)), for administrative review of 
CDRH’s decision to approve this 
application. A petitioner may request 
either a formal hearing under Part 12 (21 
CFR Part 12) of FDA’s administrative 
practices and procedures regulations or 
a review of the application and CDRH’s 
action by an independent advisory 
committee of experts. A petition is to be 
in the form of a petition for 
reconsideration under § 10.33(b) (21 CFR 
10.33(b)). A petitioner shall identify the 
form of review requested (hearing or 
independent advisory committee) and 
shall submit with the petition supporting 
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data and information showing that there 
is a genuine and substantial issue of 
material fact for resolution through 
administrative review. After reviewing 
the petition, FDA will decide whether to 
grant or deny the petition and will 
publish a notice of its decision in the 
Federal Register. If FDA grants the 
petition, the notice will state the issue to 
be reviewed, the form of review to be 
used, the persons who may participate 
in the review, the time and place where 
the review will occur, and other details. 

Petitioners may, at any time on or 
before July 31, 1989, file with the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) two copies of each petition and 
supporting data and information, 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. Received petitions may be 
seen in the office above between 9 a.m. 
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 

This notice is issued under the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 
515(d), 520(h), 90 Stat. 554-555, 571 (21 
U.S.C. 360e(d), 360j(h))) and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs (21 CFR 5.10) and 
redelegated to the Director, Center for 
Devices and Radiological Health (21 
CFR 5.53). 


Dated: June 22, 1989. 
Walter E. Gundaker, 
Acting Deputy Director, Center for Devices 
and Radiological Health. 
[FR Doc. 89-15491 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


[Docket No. 89M-0194] 


Abbott Laboratories; Premarket 
Approval of Dextran HM 32% 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing its 
approval of the application by Abbott 
Laboratories, North Chicago, IL, for 
premarket approval, under the Medical 
Device Amendments of 1976, of the 
Dextran HM 32%. After reviewing the 
recommendation of the Obstetrics and 
Gynecology Devices Panel, FDA's 
Center for Devices and Radiological 
Health (CDRH) notified the applicant, 
by letter of May 30, 1989, of the approval 
of the application. 

DATES: Petitions for administrative 
review by July 31, 1989. 

ADDRESSES: Written requests for copies 
of the summary of safety and 
effectiveness data and petitions for 
administrative review to the Dockets 
Management Branch (HFA-305), Food 


and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Raju G. Kammula, Center for Devices 
and Radiological Health (HFZ-470), 
Food and Drug Administration, 8757 
Georgia Ave., Silver Spring, MD 20910, 
301-427-7555. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April 
12, 1988, Abbott Laboratories, North 
Chicago, IL 60064, submitted to CDRH 
an application for premarket approval of 
the Dextran HM 32%. The Dextran HM 
32% is a solution of 32 percent Dextran 
70 in 10 percent dextrose and indicated 
for use with the hysteroscope as an aid 
in distending the uterine cavity and in 
irrigating and visualizing its surfaces. 

On March 7, 1989, the Obstetrics and 
Gynecology Devices Panel, an FDA 
advisory committee, reviewed and 
recommended approval of the 
application. On May 30, 1989, CDRH 
approved the application by a letter to 
the applicant from the Acting Director of 
the Office of Device Evaluation, CDRH. 

A summary of the safety and 
effectiveness data on which CDRH 
based its approval is on file with the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) and is available from that office 
upon written request. Requests should 
be identified with the name of the 
device and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. 

A copy of all approved labeling is 
available for public inspection at 
CDRH—contact Raju G. Kammula 
(HFZ-470), address above. 


Opportunity for Administrative Review 


Section 515(d)(3) of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (the act) (21 
U.S.C. 360e(d)(3)) authorizes any 
interested person to petition, under 
section 515(g) of the act (21 U.S.C. 
360e(g)), for administrative review of 
CDRH's decision to approve this 
application. A petitioner may request 
either a formal hearing under Part 12 (21 
CFR Part 12) of FDA's administrative 
practices and procedures regulations or 
a review of the application and CDRH's 
action by an independent advisory 
committee of experts. A petition is to be 
in the form of a petition for 
reconsideration under § 10.33({b) (21 CFR 
10.33(b)). A petitioner shall identify the 
form of review requested (hearing or 
independent advisory committee) and 
shall submit with the petition supporting 
data and information showing that there 
is a genuine and substantial issue of 
material fact for resolution through 
administrative review. After reviewing 
the petition, FDA will decide whether to 
grant or deny the petition and will 


publish a notice of its decision in the 
Federal Register. If FDA grants the 
petition, the notice will state the issue to 
be reviewed, the form of review to be 
used, the persons who may participate 
in the review, the time and place where 
the review will occur, and other details. 

Petitioners may, at any time on or 
before July 31, 1989, file with the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) two copies of each petition and 
supporting data and information, 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. Received petitions may be 
seen in the office above between 9 a.m. 
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 

This notice is issued under the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 
515(d), 520(h), 90 Stat. 554-555, 571 (21 
U.S.C. 360e(d), 360j(b))) and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs (21 CFR 5.10) and 
redelegated to the Director, Center for 
Devices and Radiological Health (21 
CFR 5.53). 


Dated: June 22, 1989. 
Walter E. Gundaker, 
Acting Deputy Director, Center for Devices 
and Radiological Health. 
[FR Doc. 89-15423 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-4 


[Docket No. 89M-0187] 


Alcon Laboratories, inc.; Premarket 
Approval of Models C318, C319, C329, 
C338, C339, C349, and C389 Posterior 
Chamber Intraocular Lenses 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing its 
approval of a supplemental application 
by Alcon Laboratories, Inc., Brentwood, 
TN, for premarket approval, under the 
Medical Device Amendments of 1976 
(the amendments) (Pub. L. 94-295, 90 
Stat. 539, 583), of the Models C318, C319, 
C329, C338, C339, C349, and C389 
Ultraviolet-Absorbing Posterior 
Chamber Intraocular Lenses. After 
reviewing the recommendation of the 
Ophthalmic Devices Panel, FDA's 
Center for Devices and Radiological 
Health (CDRH) notified the applicant, 
by letter of May 4, 1989, of the approval 
of the application. 

DATES: Petitions for administrative 
review by July 31, 1989. 

ADDRESSES: Written requests for copies 
of the summary of safety and 
effectiveness data and petitions for 
administrative review to the Dockets 
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Management Branch (HFA 305), Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Nancy C. Brogdon, Center for Devices 
and Radiological Health (HFZ-460), 
Food and Drug Administration, 8757 
Georgia Ave., Silver Spring, MD 20910, 
301-427-8261. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
October 13, 1988, Alcon Laboratories, 
Inc., Brentwood, TN 37027, submitted to 
CDRH a supplemental application for 
premarket approval of the Models C318, 
C319, C329, C338, C339, C349, and C389 
Ultraviolet-Absorbing Posterior 
Chamber Intraocular Lenses. The 
devices are intended for primary 
implantation for the visual correction of 
aphakia in patients 60 years of age or 
greater. They are designed for ciliary 
sulcus or capsular bag placement 
following the removal of a cataractous 
crystalline lens by extracapsular 
cataract extraction. The devices are 
available in a range of powers from 10 
diopters (D) through 30 D in 0.5 D 
increments. 

On January 26, 1989, the Ophthalmic 
Devices Panel, an FDA advisory 
committee, reviewed and recommended 
approval of the application. On May 4, 
1989, CDRH approved the application by 
a letter to the applicant from the Acting 
Director of the Office of Device 
Evaluation, CDRH. Under the 
amendments, intraocular lenses are 
regulated as class III devices (premarket 
approval). 

A summary of the safety and 
effectiveness data on which CDRH 
based its approval is on file in the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) and is available from that office 
upon written request. Requests should 
be identified with the name of the 
device and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. ; 

A copy of all approved final labeling 
is available for public inspection at 
CDRH—contact Nancy C. Brogdon 
(HFZ-460), address above. 


Opportunity for Administrative Review 


Section 515({d)(3) of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (the act) (21 
U.S.C. 360e(d)(3)) authorizes any 
interested person to petition, under 
section 515(g) of the act (21 U.S.C. 
360e(g)}), for administrative review of 
CDRH's decision to approve this 
application. A petitioner may request 
either a formal hearing under Part 12 (21 
CFR Part 12) of FDA's administrative 
practices and procedures regulations or 
a review of the application and CDRH's 
action by an independent advisory 


committee of experts. A petition is to be 
in the form of a petition for 
reconsideration under § 10.33(b) (21 CFR 
10.33(b)). A petitioner shall identify the 
form of review requested (hearing or 
independent advisory committee) and 
shall submit with the petition supporting 
data and information showing that there 
is a genuine and substantial issue of 
material fact for resolution through 
administrative review. After reviewing 
the petition, FDA will decide whether to 
grant or deny the petition and will 
publish a notice of its decision in the 
Federal Register. If FDA grants the 
petition, the notice will state the issue to 
be reviewed, the form of review to be 
used, the persons who may participate 
in the review, the time and place where 
the review will occur, and other details. 

Petitioners may, at any time on or 
before July 31, 1989, file with the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) two copies of each petition and 
supporting data and information, 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. Received petitions may be 
seen in the office above between 9 a.m. 
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 

This notice is issued under the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 
515(d), 520(h), 90 Stat. 554-555, 571 (21 
U.S.C. 360e(d), 360j(h))) and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs (21 CFR 5.10) and 
redelagated to the Director, Center for 
Devices and Radiological Health (21 
CFR 5.53). 

Dated: June 22, 1989. 
Walter E. Gundaker, 
Acting Deputy Director, Center for Devices 
and Radiological Health. 
[FR Doc. 89-15424 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


Health Care Financing Administration 
[BERC-629-FNC] 
RIN 0938-AE03 


Medicare Program; Schedule of Limits 
on Home Health Agency Costs Per 
Visit for Cost Reporting Periods 
Beginning On or After July 1, 1989 


AGENCY: Health Care Financing 
Administration (HCFA), HHS. 
ACTION: Final notice with comment 
period. 


SUMMARY: This final notice with 
comment period sets forth an updated 
schedule of limits on home health 
agency (HHA) costs that may be 
reimbursed under the Medicare 
program. This updated schedule of limits 
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applies to cost reporting periods 
beginning on or after July 1, 1989. As 
required by section 4026(a) of the 
Ommibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 
1987 as amended by section 411(d)(5) of 
the Medicare Catastrophic Coverage Act 
of 1988, the updated schedule of limits 
incorporates the use of an HHA specific 
wage index. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: The schedule of limits 
is effective for cost reporting periods 
beginning on or after July 1, 1989. 
Comment Date: Comments will be 
considered if we receive them at the 
appropriate address, as provided below, 
no later than 5:00 p.m. on August 29, 
1989. 
ADDRESSES: Mail comments to the 
following addresses: 


Health Care Financing Administration, 
Department of Health and Human 
Services, Attn: BERC-629-FNC, P.O. 
Box 26676, Baltimore, Maryland 21207. 


If you prefer, you may deliver your 
comments to one of the following 
addresses: 


Room 309-G, Hubert H. Humphrey 
Building, 200 Independence Ave., SW.., 
Washington, DC. 

Room 132, East High Rise Building, 6325 
Security Boulevard, Baltimore, 
Maryland. 


Due to staffing and resource 
limitations, we cannot accept facsimile 
(FAX) copies of comments. 

In commenting, please refer to file 
code BERC-629-FNC. Comments will be 
available for public inspection as they 
are received, generally beginning about 
three weeks after publication of a 
document, in Room 309-G of the 
Department's offices at 200 
Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, DC, on Monday through 
Friday of each week from 8:30 a.m. to 
5:00 p.m. (phone: 202-245-7890). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ann Pash, (301) 966-4601. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
I. Background 


Section 1861(v)(1)(A) of the Social 
Security Act (the Act) authorizes the 
Secretary to establish limits on 
allowable costs incurred by a provider 
of services that may be reimbursed 
under the Medicare program, based on 
estimates of the costs necessary for the 
efficient delivery of needed health 
services. The limits may be applied to 
direct or indirect overall costs or to the 
costs incurred for specific items or 
services furnished by the provider. This 
provision of the statute is implemented 
under regulations at 42 CFR 413.30. 
Additional provisions specifically 
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governing the limits applicable to HHAs 
are contained in section 1861(v)(1)(L) of 
the Act. 

Under this authority, we have 
maintained limits on home health 
agency (HHA) per visit costs since 1979. 
The current schedule of limits, published 
in the Federal Register on October 18, 
1988 (53 FR 40771), is applicable to HHA 
costs for cost reporting periods 
beginning on or after July 1, 1988. That 
schedule of limits is based on cost per 
visit data from Medicare cost reports 
beginning on or after October 1, 1985. 
These data were adjusted using the 
most recent market basket factors to 
reflect cost increases occurring between 
the cost reporting periods contained in 
the data base and December 31, 1988. 
The HCFA hospital wage index is used 
to adjust for area wage differences. This 
final notice provides an updated 
schedule that uses an HHA-specific 
wage index to adjust for area wage 
differences and takes into account the 
effects of inflation on HHA operating 
costs. It is applicable to cost reporting 
periods beginning on or after July 1, 
1989. 

On December 22, 1987, the Omnibus 
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1987 (Pub. 
L. 100-203) was enacted. Section 4026(a) 
of Pub. L. 100-203 amended section 
1861(v)(1)(L) of the Act to provide that, 
in establishing the schedule of limits for 
cost reporting periods beginning on or 
after July 1, 1988, the Secretary will use 
a wage index that is based on audited 
wage data obtained for HHAs and base 
the limits on the most recent data 
available which may be for cost 
reporting periods beginning no earlier 
than July 1, 1985. Section 411(d)(5) of the 
Medicare Catastrophic Coverage Act of 
1988 (Pub. L. 100-360), which was 
enacted on July 1, 1988, provides for an 
extension of the effective date of the 
amendments made by section 4026(a) of 
Pub. L. 100-203 to July 1, 1989 and 
amended section 1861(v)(1)}(L)(iii) of the 
Act to provide that the data used to 
construct the HHA-specific wage index 
and the schedule of limits for cost 
reporting periods beginning on or after 
July 1, 1989 must be “verified” rather 
than “audited.” 

In addition, section 1861(v)(1)(L)(iii) of 
the Act was amended by section 
411(d)(5)(A)(ii) of Pub. L. 100-360 to 
provide that in the case of an HHA that 
refuses to provide data or provides false 
data requested by the Secretary for 
purposes of constructing an HHA wage 
index, the Secretary may withhold up to 
five percent of the Medicare payment 
due that HHA until the data are 
satisfactorily provided. Implementation 


of these statutory provisions is 
discussed in detail below. 


II. Update of Limits 


The methodology used to develop the 
schedule of limits set forth in this final 
notice is the same as that used in setting 
the limits effective for cost reporting 
periods beginning on or after July 1, 1988. 
However, we are using a wage index 
based on HHA wage data as required 
by section 4026(a) of Pub. L. 100-203, 
and the cost limits have been updated to 
reflect the cost increases occurring 
between the cost reporting periods for 
the data contained in the data base and 
December 31, 1989. 


A. Data Used 


To develop the schedule of limits that 
was published in the Federal Register on 
October 18, 1988, we extracted actual 
cost per visit data from Medicare cost 
reports for periods beginning on or after 
October 1, 1985. We then adjusted the 
data using the latest available market 
basket factors to reflect cost increases 


_ occurring between the cost reporting 


periods contained in our data base and 
December 31, 1988. In this final notice, 
we have updated that data using the 
most recent market basket factors to 
reflect cost increases occurring between 
the cost reporting periods contained in 
the data base and December 31, 1989 
(the midpoint of the first cost reporting 
period to which the limits will apply). 

Even though these are the most recent 
data available, we recognize that Pub. L. 
100-203 contains a provision the 
implementation of which may result in 
some HHAs incurring some costs that 
will not be reflected in the cost limits. 
Section 4021 of Pub. L. 100-203 requires 
changes in home health aide training 
and certification. The initial changes are 
effective July 1, 1989. It is not possible to 
estimate the overall impact, if any, this 
provision will have on an agency's total 
cost. However, this will present a 
problem only if the agency's costs 
exceed the cost limits because of these 
additional training requirements. In 
those instances in which an HHA’s 
costs do exceed the cost limits because 
of these training requirements, an 
agency could apply for an exception to 
the cost limits under the exceptions 
process outlined in § 413.30. This 
situation could be recognized as an 
“extraordinary circumstance” as 
defined at § 413.30(f)(2). : 


B. Wage Index 


The wage index is used to adjust the 
labor-related portion of the limits and 
the administrative and general (A&G) 
add-on to reflect differing wage levels 
among areas. In setting the current 


schedule of limits, we used the HCFA 
hospital wage index that was developed 
based on 1982 hospital salary data. 

As discussed above, section 
1861(v)(1)(L)(iii)(1) of the Act requires 
that, in establishing the HHA cost limits 
for cost reporting periods beginning on 
or after July 1, 1989, we use a wage index 
based on wage data obtained from 
HHAs. To meet this requirement, we 
instituted a special HHA data collection. 

We obtained from our fiscal 
intermediaries copies of selected 
worksheets from the HHA Medicare 
cost reports for cost reporting periods 
beginning on or after October |, 1985 and 
ending before September 1, 1987. We 
requested that intermediaries submit 
worksheets from desk-reviewed, settled, 
or field-audited cost reports only. If a 
desk-reviewed, settled, or field-audited 
cost report was not available for a 
particular HHA, the intermediary was 
instructed to ensure that the specific 
wage data on the cost report that was 
available were reasonable and properly 
reported. 

We obtained wage data for 5,062 
home health agencies. The data were 
edited for consistency. When errors 
were discovered, the intermediaries 
were contacted for corrected data. If 
corrected data cculd not be obtained, 
the data from that HHA were excluded 
from the data base. Also, short and long 
period cost reports (that is, those with 
fewer than 350 days or more than 380 
days) were excluded from the data base 
before the wage index values were 
computed. Our final data base contained 
wage data for 4,253 HHAs. 

We computed the HHA wage index 
using the data from the 4,253 HHAs as 
follows: 

Step 1. For each HHA in the data 
base, the gross salaries were adjusted to 
account for actual and projected rates of 
increase in wages occurring between the 
midpoint of the HHA's cost reporting 
period and December 31, 1989. This 
adjustment was based on the rate of 
increase in the wage and salary portion 
of the HHA market basket, described 
below in section III.C. of this notice, and 
was done to eliminate any distortion in 
the data caused by differing HHA cost 
reporting years. 

Step 2. For each HHA, the adjusted 
salaries were divided by total reported 
hours to obtain an adjusted hourly 
salary. 

Step 3. HHAs with an aberrant hourly 
wage were excluded from the data base. 
An aberrant hourly wage was defined as 
less than $3.35 (the minimum wage) or 
greater than $24.89 (3.5 times the gross 
national average wage). The gross 
national average wage was computed 
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by dividing the total adjusted wages for 
all HHAs in the data base by the total 
reported hours for all HHAs in the data 
base. 

Step 4. A national average hourly 
wage was then computed by dividing 
the total adjusted salaries of all 
remaining HHAs in the data base by the 
total reported hours of all remaining 
HHAs 


Step 5. All remaining HHAs were 
sorted by urban or rural location. An 
urban area is a Metropolitan Statistical 
Area (MSA) or a New England County 
Metropolitan Area (NECMA) and a rural 
area is any area outside an urban area. 
An average hourly wage was obtained 
for each location by dividing the total 
adjusted salaries for all HHAs within 
that location by their total reported 
hours. 

Step 6. A wage index value was 
computed for each urban and rural area 
by dividing the average hourly wage for 
the area by the average national hourly 
wage. 

Step 7. We used the following 
methodology to compute a wage index 
value for each of the four MSAs for 
which no HHA-reported wage data were 
included in the data base. 

¢ If the nonreporting MSA is 
contiguous to only one other MSA, the 
wage index value for the contiguous 
MSA was used for the nonreporting 
MSA. 

e If the nonreporting MSA is 
contiguous to more than one other MSA, 
we computed a weighted average hourly 
wage for HHAs in all of the contiguous 
MSAs by adding the wage and hour 
data for all of the contiguous MSAs and 
then dividing the combined wage data 
by the combined reported hours for the 
contiguous MSAs. The weighted average 
hourly wage was used to compute the 
wage index value for the nonreporting 
MSA in accordance with the 
computation in Step 6, above. 

¢ If the nonreporting MSA is not 
contiguous to any other MSA, we 
computed a weighted average hourly 
wage for all HHAs within MSAs in that 
State by adding the wage and hour data 
for each of those MSAs and then 
dividing the combined wage data by the 
combined reported hours for those 
MSAs. The weighted average hourly 
wage was used to compute a wage 
index value for the nonreporting MSA in 
accordance with the computation set 
forth in Step 6 above. 


We used this methodology to compute 
the wage index values for the following 
MSAs: Athens, GA; Florence, SC; Santa 
Cruz, CA; and Yuba City, CA. 

The resulting HHA wage index, which 
we are using in establishing the 
schedule of limits for HHAs for cost 
reporting periods beginning on or after 
July 1, 1989, is published in Tables IVa 
and IVb of section VII, below. 


C. Limitation on the Impact of the 
Change to an HHA-Specific Wage Index 


The change from a wage index based 
on hospital wage data to an HHA- 
specific wage index results in some area 
wage index values increasing and some 
decreasing. While changes were to be 
expected, the magnitude of some of the 
changes is quite large. There are 43 
MSAs in which the wage index value 
decreases by 20 percent or more. There 
are 36 MSAs in which the wage index 
value increases by 20 percent or more. 

We recognize that such dramatic 
shifts create problems and believe that 
some measure is needed to mitigate the 
effects of abrupt changes in individual 
wage index values. We are limited, 
however, in what action we can take 
since we are required by law to use an 
HHA-specific wage index. We believe 
that the best approach to ease the 
transition is to mitigate the impact on 
the areas most affected. Therefore, we 
are placing a limit on the amount of the 
decrease or increase that an HHA may 
experience because of the change in 
wage indexes. We are placing a limit of 
20 percent on the amount that the 
HHA’s cost limit may increase or 
decrease when compared to the prior 
year’s cost limit adjusted for inflation. 


Ill. Provisions of the HHA Schedule of 
Limits 

The schedule of limits set forth below 
was Calculated using 112 percent of the 
mean cost of free-standing HHAs and is 
based on the latest cost data available 
at this time and adjusted by the latest 
estimates in the market basket index. 
The schedule of limits effective for cost 
reporting periods beginning on or after 
July 1, 1989 provides for the following: 

A. A classification system based on 
whether an HHA is located within an 
MSA, a NECMA or a non-MSA area. 
(See Tables IVa and IVb in section VII, 
below, for the listing of MSA/NECMA 
areas.) 

B. The use of a single schedule of 
limits for hospital-based and 
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freestanding agencies. This single limit 
is based on the cost experience of 
freestanding agencies. For each hospital- 
based discipline, we will provide for an 
add-on adjustment of the freestanding 
HHA limit (which is equal to 12.20 
percent of the mean cost for the MSA 
hospital-based group and 12.79 percent 
for the non-MSA hospital-based group) 
to account for the higher A&G costs 
resulting from Medicare cost allocation 
requirements. These percentages 
represent the relationship of the A&G 
costs stepped down from the hospital to 
total costs. (For a full discussion of the 
development of the add-on, see the 
September 29, 1982 notice, 47 FR 42904.) 
The labor-related portion of the add-on, 
adjusted by the appropriate wage index, 
plus the nonlabor portion, will be added 
to each freestanding limit to determine 
the per discipline limits for hospital- 
based agencies. 

C. The use of the following market 
basket index developed from the price 
of goods and services purchased by 
HHAs to account for the impact of 
changing wage and price levels on HHA 
costs. The limit values contained in this 
schedule reflect the latest available 
actual and projected rates of inflation in 
HHA expenses. The categories used 
were identified through an analysis of 
1977 Medicare cost reports and other 
available home health industry surveys. 
The categories of expenses are weighted 
according to the estimated proportion of 
HHA costs attributable to each 
category. 

The categories used in the market 
basket contained in this schedule have 
not changed from those used for the July 
1, 1988 schedule. However, the relative 
cost shares used change over time 
because of differences in the rate of 
increase in the various price variables. 
Categories with higher rates of price 
increases receive higher weights and 
categories with lower rates of price 
increases receive lower weights. 

In developing the relative weights 
used in the market basket index 
contained in this schedule, we obtained 
historical and projected rates of 
increase in the resource prices for each 
category. The price variables and the 
source of the forecast for calendar years 
1988 through 1990 are identified in the 
third and fourth columns of the updated 
market basket included in this final 
notice. 
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HOME HEALTH AGENCY INPUT PRICE INDEX: COST CATEGORIES, RELATIVE IMPORTANCE, FORECASTERS, AND PRICE VARIABLES USED 


















aarti increases Naas 
2 DRI-TL refers to Data Sosoven 
Cost Forecasting Services (CFS-891), 17 1750 K Street 


D. An adjustment to the limits if the 
estimated market basket rate differs 
from the actual rate by more than %o of 
one percentage point (that is, higher or 
lower). 

E. The use of the HHA-specific wage 

_ index (see discussion above). The wage 
index is used to adjust the labor-related 
portion of the limits and the A&G add- 
on to reflect differing wage levels among 
the areas (MSA/NECMA and non-MSA) 
in which HHAs are located. The 
employee wage portion of the market 
basket index (68.014 percent) and the 
employee benefits portion (7.358 
percent), plus a factor representing a 
proportionate share of contract services 
(5.562 percent), are used to determine 
the labor component (80.934 percent) of 
all HHA per visit costs used to set the 
limits. 

F. Separate treatment of the labor- 
related and nonlabor components of per 
visit costs. The separate components of 
costs are calculated by obtaining actual 
HHA cost data for each agency for cost 
periods beginning on and after October 
1, 1985 and increasing those data by the 
actual and projected increases in the 
HHA market basket. We then separate 
each HHA’s per visit costs into labor 
and nonlabor portions, and divide the 
labor portion by the wage index value 
for the agency's location to control for 
the effect of geographic variations in 
prevailing wage levels. Separate means 
are computed for the labor and nonlabor 
components of per visit costs. For each 

comparison group, the resulting amounts 


Health Services. A Laspeyres price index was 


Average hourly earnings of 


ae Source: U.S. Dept. of Labor, 





(monthly). For tte employment—U.S. Dept. of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, Employment and 


Earnings (Monthly 


Tyanaporlion component of Consusher Price index, all urban. Source: U.S. Dept. of Labor, Bureau of Labor 


Statistics, Monthly Labor Review. 


of Consumer Price index, all urban. Source: U.S. Dept. of Labor, Bureau of Labor 
of the supplies and rental Consumer Price index, ail urban. 
Labor Review. 


supplies component 
Source: U.S. Dept. of Labor, crineanaee a oe ae 
Residential rent component of Consumer Price Index, all urban. Source: U.S. Dept. of Labor, Statistics, 


Labor Review. 


eee ee ree Coen HHS-HCFA Community Hospital Price index. 
Consumer Price index for ali items, all urban. Source: U.S. Dept. of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, 


Monthly Labor Review. 


Weighted mean of price variables for the preceding eight items. 


So Comamphy Hon Gtoaees A tonptaies peieg as oe oot moe Gaon MPS eaabee 8 reports and data from the Council 
sae ae ae these 1976 


and the price variables indicated in 


in 
a 0189), 29 Hartwell Avenue, Lexington, Massachusetts 02173. DRI-CFS refers to Data Resources, Inc., 


., Washington, DC 20006. 


are shown in Table II of section VI, 
below 

G. The use of a cost of living 
adjustment to the nonlabor portion of 
the limit for HHAs in Alaska, Hawaii, 
Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands. 

H. Limits that are determined for the 
per visit cost of each type of service: 
Skilled nursing care, physical therapy, 
speech pathology, occupation therapy, 
medical social services, and home 
health aide. 

I. A limit of 20 percent in the amount 
that the HHA's cost limit may increase 
or decrease when compared to the prior 
year's cost limit adjusted for inflation. 
This adjustment is intended to mitigate 
the impact of converting to an HHA- 
specific wage index. 

J. Application of the limits in the 
aggregate after the HHA’s actual costs 
are adjusted. An HHA's actual costs are 
adjusted for individual items of cost that 
are found to be excessive under 
Medicare principles of provider 
reimbursement and for reimbursable 
costs that are not included in the 
limitation amount. The limits are applied 
in the aggregate to the costs remaining 
after these adjustments are made. 
Reimbursement will be limited to the 
lower of the actual costs or the cost 
limits. 

IV. Methodology for Determining Cost 
Per Visit Limits 
A. Data 


For this final notice, the limit values 
were determined by extracting actual 
cost per visit data from Medicare cost 


reports for periods beginning on and 
after October 1, 1985 and ending before 
September 1, 1987. We then adjusted the 
data using the latest available market 
basket factors to reflect cost increases 
occurring between the cost reporting 
periods contained in our data base and 
December 31, 1989 (the midpoint of the 
first cost reporting period to which the 
limits will apply). The following annual 
percentage increases were used to 
compute the per visit costs: 








1 Final ruie. 

2 Forecasted increases. The projected rate of in- 
crease in the market basket index will be adjusted to 
the actual inflation rate if the actual rate of increase 
differs from the estimated rate by more than ‘Yio of 
one percentage point. We will notify the Medicare 
intermediaries of the actual rate of increase and 
advise them to adjust each HHA’s cost limit at the 
time of final settlement. 


B. Standardization for Wage Levels 


After adjustment by the market 
basket index, we divided each HHA’s 
per visit costs into labor and nonlabor 
portions. The labor portion of costs 
(80.934 percent) represents the 75.372 
percent employee wage and benefit 
factor plus the 5.562 percent contract 
services factor from the market basket. 
We then divided the labor portion of per 
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visit costs by the wage index applicable 
to the HHA's location to arrive at an 
adjusted labor cost. 


C. Adjustement for “Outliers” 


We transformed all per visit cost data 
into their natural logarithms and 
grouped them by type of service and 
MSA/NECMA and non-MSA locations, 
in order to determine the mean cost and 
standard deviation for each group. We 
then eliminated all “outlier” costs, 
retaining only those per visit costs 
within two standard deviations from the 
mean in each service. 


D. Basic Service Limit 


A basic service limit equal to 112 
percent of the mean labor and nonlabor 
portions of the per visit costs of 
freestanding HHAs is calculated for 
each type of service. (See Table II of 
section VI.) 


V. Computing the Adjusted Limit 
A. Adjustment of Limits by Wage Index 


To arrive at the adjusted limit, which 
is to be applied to each service 
furnished by an HHA, the Medicare 
fiscal intermediary first multiplies the 
labor-related component of the limit for 
the comparison group by the appropriate 
wage index. (See Table Il in section VI 
and Tables IVa and IVb in section VIL.) 
The adjusted limit applicable to an HHA 
is the sum of the nonlabor component 
plus the adjusted labor-related 
component. 


Example—Calculation of Adjusted Oc- 
cupational Therapy Limit for a 
Freestanding HHA in Dallas, TX 


Labor component (Table )..... 
Wage index (Table Ila) 


Adjusted labor component 
Nonlabor component (Table 1) 


Adjusted occupational therapy limit 


B. Adjustment for Reporting Year 


If an HHA has a cost reporting period 
beginning on or after August 1, 1989, the 
adjusted per visit limit for each service 
is revised by a factor from Table V that 
corresponds to the month and year in 
which the cost reporting period begins. 
Each factor represents the compounded 
rate of monthly increase derived from 
the projected annual increase in the 
market basket index, and is used to 
account for inflation in costs that will 
occur after the date on which the limits 
become effective. 

For example, an HHA’s cost reporting 
period begins January 1, 1990. As 
calculated in the example in section 
V.A. of this final notice, the labor 


adjusted per visit limit for occupational 
therapy for this HHA's group is $81.01. 


Computation of Revised Limit for 
Occupational Therapy 


Adjusted per visit limit.................._ $81.01 
Adijustement factor from Table V............_X 1.0305 


Revised per visit limit... cece $83.48 


In this example, the revised adjusted 
per visit limit for occupational therapy 
applicable to this HHA for the cost 
reporting period beginning January 1, 
1990 is $83.48 per visit. 

If an HHA uses a cost reporting period 
that is not 12 months in duration, a 
special calculation of the adjustment 
factor must be made. This results from 
the fact that projections are computed to 
the midpoint of the cost reporting 
period. For cost reporting periods of 
other than 12 months in duration, the 
calculation must be dene for the 
midpoint of the specific cost reporting 
period. In such cases, the intermediary 
for the HHA must obtain this adustment 
factor from HCFA. 


C. Adjustment for Hospital-Based 
Agencies 


If an HHA participates in the 
Medicare program as part of a hospital 
that is required to file a HCFA-2552 cost 
report (hospital cost report) (see 
Chapters 12, 15, and 19 of the Provider 
Reimbursement Manual (HCFA Pub. 15- 
2)), and qualifies as hospital-based in 
accordance with the requirements 
specified in the schedule of limits 
published June 5, 1980 (45 FR 38014), the 
HHA is considered a hospital-based 
agency and is considered to be entitled 
to an adjustment of the per visit limit to 
account for higher A&G costs resulting 
from the Medicare cost allocation 
requirements. {See discussion of add-on 
in section III.B., above.) The 
intermediary will compute the adjusted 
cost limit as described in the example 
following Table Hil. 


D. Comparison of the Limits With the 
Prior Year Cost Limits 


The cost limits that result from the 
implementation of the provisions of this 
notice may not increase or decrease by 
more than 20 percent when compared to 
the cost limits for the cost reporting 
period beginning on and after July 1, 
1988 and before July 1, 1989, adjusted for 
inflation. The instructions for computing 
the 1988 limits were published in the 
Federal Register on October 18, 1988 (53 
FR 40771). The 1988 limits are adjusted 
for inflation using the factors published 
in Table 1, below. 
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Example 1: An HHA has a cost 
reporting period beginning January 1. Its 
1988 occupational therapy limit was 
$69.56 (53 FR 40771). Its 1989 
occupational therapy limit is $83.48 
(section V.B. of this notice). 


1988 limit 
Inflation adjustment 


Adjusted limit ................. 


$29.56 
xX 1.0612 (TABLE 1) 


73.82 
x .20 


$14.76 


The HHA’s 1989 limit may not be 
more than $88.58 ($73.82 + $14.76) nor 
less than $59.06 ($73.82 — $14.76). Since 
its 1989 limit is $33.48, no adjustment is 
necessary. 

Example 2: An HHA has a cost 
reporting period beginning October 1. Its 
1988 skilled nursing limit was $60.73. Its 
1989 skilled nursing limit is $85.92. 


1968 limit........................ $60.73 
Inflation adjustment... x 1.0614 (TABLE 1) 


Adjusted limit ’ 
x .20 
$12.89 


The HHA‘s 1989 limit may not be 
more than $77.35 ($64.46 + $12.89) nor 
less than $51.57 ($64.46 — $12.89). Since 
its 1989 limit would have been greater 
than $77.35 (that is, $85.92), the 1989 
limit will be reduced to $77.35. 

Example 3: An HHA has a cost 
reporting period beginning December 1. 
Its 1988 limit for home healih aides was 
$45.46. Its 1989 limit for home health 
aides is $37.12. 


1988 limit......................... - $45.46 
Inflation adjustment... x 1.0613 {TABLE 1) 


Adjusted limit................. . $48.25 
x .20 


$9.65 


The HHA’s 1989 limit may not be 
more than $57.90 ($48.25 + $9.65) nor 
less than $38.60 ($48.25 — $9.65). Since 
its 1989 limit would have been less than 
$38.60 (that is, $37.12}, the 1989 limit will 
be increased to $38.60. 


TaASLE 1.—SPECIAL ADJUSTMENT FACTOR 
TO INFLATE Cost Limits EFFECTIVE 
JuLy 1, 1988 
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TABLE |.—SPECIAL ADJUSTMENT FACTOR 
TO INFLATE Cost Limits EFFECTIVE 
Juty 1, 1988 '—Continued 







f7 


if the HHA cost reporting period 
begins— 


a 


11/01/89 
12/01/89 
01/01/90... 


1.0613 
1.0613 


basket Inflation rates 


* Based on projected market 
of 6.20 for bag 6.14 percent for 1990, and 5.96 
percent for 199 


VL Schedule of Limits 


The schedule of limits set forth below 
will apply to cost reporting periods 
beginning on or after July 1, 1989. The 
intermediaries will compute the 
adjusted limits using the wage indexes 
published in Tables IVa and IVb of 
section VII and will notify each HHA 
they service of its applicable limits. 

The HHA costs that are subject to the 
limits include the .cost of medical 
supplies routinely furnished in 
conjunction with patient care. Durable 
medical equipment, orthotics, and 
prosthetics are reimbursed without 
regard to this schedule of limits. 
Payment for these items is made on the 
basis of a fee schedule and is excluded 


from the per visit cost. (See Chapter IV 
of the Home Health Agency Manual— 
HCFA Pub. 11). 

The intermediary will determine the 
limit for each HHA by multiplying the 
number of Medicare visits for each type 
of service furnished by the HHA by the 
respective per visit cost limit. The sum 
of these amounts is compared to the 
HHA’’s total allowable cost. 

Example: HHA A, a freestanding 
agency located in Richmond, Virginia 
made 5000 skilled nursing, 2000 physical 
therapy. and 4000 home health aide 
covered visits to Medicare beneficiaries 
during its 12-month cost reporting period 
beginning July 1, 1989. 

The aggregate cost limit is determined 
as follows: 





Before the limits are applied at cost 
settlement, the HHA’s actual costs are 
reduced by the amount of individual 
items of cost (for example, 
administrative compensation or contract 
services) that are found to be excessive 


under Medicare principles of provider 
reimbursement. In this regard, the fiscal 
intermediaries review the various 
reported costs taking into account such 
other Medicare principles as the cost 
guidelines for physical therapy under 


arrangements (see § 413.106) and the 
limitation on costs that are substantially 
out of line with those of comparable 
agencies (see § 413.9). 


TABLE II1.—PEeR Visit Limits FoR HOME HEALTH AGENCIES 





MSA (NECMA) location: 














Federal Register / Vol. 54, No: 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Notices 


TABLE lli.—ADD-ON AMOUNTS FoR HosPiTAL-BASED HOME HEALTH AGENCIES 


Example 


A hospital-based agency in Orlando, FL has a wage index of .9722. It provides the following services: 
Skilled nursing 
Physical therapy 
Home health aides 

The published limits for that agency are: 


portion portion Portion 
$57.13 $14.05 $8.26 


54.86 13.57 6.96 
34.04 8.20 4.26 


Calculation of Hospital-Based Limit With Add-On 


$57.13 $54.86 

+8.26 +6.96 

$65.39 $61.82 $38.30 
x 0.9722 x 0.9722 x 0.9722 

$63.57 $60.10 


14.05 13.57 
+2.11 +1.80 


$79.73 $75.47 


VII. Wage Indexes TABLE IVa.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN TABLE IVa.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN 
AREAS—Continued ArREAS—Continued 
TABLE IVa.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN 


AREAS Urban area (Constituent counties or Wage Urban area (Constituent counties or 


county equivalents) index county equivalents) 


eee | 





Urban area (Constituent counties or ‘ 
county equivalents) i Albany, NY Biair, PA 

Greene, NY Amarillo, TX 

Montgomery, NY Potter, TX 

Rensselaer, NY Randall, TX 

Saratoga, NY Anaheim-Santa Ana, CA 

Schenectady, NY Orange, CA 


Bernalillo, NM Anchorage, AK 





Allentown- Bethlehem, PA-NJ 
Warren, NJ 
Carbon, PA 
Lehigh, PA 
Northampton, PA 


Albany-Schenectady- Troy, i Altoona, PA 
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TABLE IVa.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN 
AREAS—Continued 





De Kalb, GA 
Douglas, GA 
Fayette, GA 
Forsyth, GA 
Fulton, GA 
Gwinnett, GA 
Heriry, GA 
Newton, GA 
Paulding, GA 
Rockdale, GA. 
Spaiding, GA 
Walton, GA 


Atlantic, NJ 
Cape May, NJ 


Anne Arundel, MD 
Baltimore, MD 
Baltimore City, MD 
Carroll, MD 
Harford, MD 
Howard, MD 
Queen Annes, MD 


East Baton Rouge, LA 
Livingston, LA 
West Baton Rouge, LA 

Sty CHO IN ok saints cop Atiescsencmnisicticabaonal 
Calhoun, Mi 

Beaumont-Port Arthur, TX ..........cccsesssecssesenes 
Hardin, TX 
Jefferson, TX 
Orange, TX 

BOE IY, PA ies cnscessccossesccoondopsbnnseictsbs 
Beaver, PA 

IR INN, <scoscasdeczsncesnciceisosnsoebentosiabasincel 
Whatcom, WA 


TABLE IVa.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN 


ArREAS—Continued 


Bloomington-Normal, IL .......-----recscssseeseerenenes 
McLean, IL 


Ada, ID 


Essex, MA 


Linn, |A 

Champaign-Urbana-Rantoul, IL............--.-0+- 
Champaign, IL 

INIT, IG asecccctcccsaticensibtinsionscnsecconssosiony 
Berkeley, SC 
Charleston, SC 
Dorchester, SC 

Charleston, WV ......sscsssssecsseccerssnssnerseecessnnnnnsecs 





1.1495 
1.1529 


1.0613 


1.0748 
1.0548 
1.2914 
1,0505 


1.0311 
0.5000 
0.9999 
1.1739 
1.0418 
0.8675 


0.5263 
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TABLE IVa.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN 
AreEAS—Continued 
Urban area (Constituent counties or | Wage 
county equivalents) index 


1.0526 


1.5112 





0.6849 


1.0886 


0.5827 


0.9953 





Allegany, MD 
Mineral, WV 
asa cvecons sess sctnicgrennaacecanerceceasedpaboded J 
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TABLE IVa.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN TABLE IVa.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN TABLE !Va.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN 
AREAS—Continued i Areas—Continued 


Wage Urban area (Constituent counties or 
index county equivalents) 


Cumberland, PA 
Dauphin, PA 
Lebanon, PA 
Perry, PA 
Hartford-Middietown-New Britain-Bristol, 


Johnson City-Kingsport-Bristol, TN-VA 
Carter, TN 
Hawkins, TN 
Sullivan, TN 
Unicoi, TN 
Washington, TN 
Bristol City, VA 
Scott, VA 
Washington, VA 
Johnstown, PA 
Hamilton-Middletown, OH ..............-.csceseseeos i 
Butler, OH 
Harrisburg-Lebanon-Carlisie, PA...............4 
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TABLE IVa.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN 
AREAS—Continued 








Urban area (Constituent counties or 
county equivalents) 





w 
index 


Grundy, IL 
Will, IL 
1.1946 


1.2383 
Kalamazoo, MI 

PO Go cas epccccbsiipsitecnabacacestnspgeni ote 
Kankakee, IL 

CERI Cate IID scescnscosnsssetnsccascrsetersesvoed 
Johnson, KS 
Leavenworth, KS 
Miami, KS _ 
Wyandotte, KS 
Cass, MO 
Clay, MO 
Jackson, MO 
Lafayette, MO 
Platte, MO 
Ray, MO 

QE II pcp cts cesar pidesiticiceevalpetectabeotoatsiitany 
Kenosha, WI 

KilleON-TEMple, TX ......cc.cecsssererssessersseenceesesnes 
Bell, TX 
Coryell, TX 

WI WOW lieaicscsastssnosssastissnsnsascigdinsoeittioasenel 
Anderson, TN 
Blount, TN 
Grainger, TN 
Jefferson, TN 
Know, TN 
Sevier, TN 


1.0624 


1.1709 


0.8752 
0.7882 


0.9363 


0.8056 


1.0598 


0.9813 


0.8057 
1.0879 
1.1453 
1.0022 
0.8595 
Lansing-East Lansing, MT ........ssrsrsesssees 1.0493 
Clinton, Mi 
Eaton, Mi 
Ingham, MI 
NIG IE ii dRcthavasaSeaknes Dhadeitteococcncspeniaionia 1.2215 
0.7993 
1.2789 
0.7685 


1.1316 
Comanche, OK 

Lewiston, Auburn, ME .............ccscccssssssssesseeses 
Androscoggin, ME 

Lexington-Fayette, KY .......sscvsressssesnernsensees 
Bourbon, KY 
Clark, KY 
Fayette, KY 
Jessamine, KY 
Scott, KY 
Woodford, KY 


0.8324 


0.9420 


0.9012 


TABLE IVa.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN 
AREAS—Continued 





Urban area (Constituent counties or 
county equivalents) 


Allen, OH 
Auglaize, OH 
SIN I ins ickiacinsecscsjacncgesistscncpssheasdestonclatens 
Lancaster, NE 
Little Rock-North Little Rock, AR ................. 
Faulkner, AR 
Lonoke, AR 
Pulaski, AR 
Saline, AR 


1.2683 
0.8243 


0.9199 


0.8843 
1.3039 


0.8025 
Clark, IN 
Floyd, IN 
Harrigon, IN 
Bullitt, KY 
Jefferson, KY 
Oldham, KY 


Brevard, FL 
Memphis, TN-AR-MS .............:0:cssssessesssvssseree 0.9971 
Crittenden, AR . 
De Soto, MS 
Shelby, TN 
Tipton, TN 


Dade, FL 
Middiesex-Somerset-Hunterdon, NJ............. 

Hunterdon, NJ 

Middlesex, NJ 


IN UG oicin sas cccinctcesecccescecncsoceticocsseshthies 
Washington, WI 
Ozaukee, WI 
Waukesha, WI 

Minnespolis-St. Paul, MN-W1 ...........--0--se:s0 


TABLE IVa.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN 


ArREAS—Continued 


Urban area (Constituent counties or Wage 


index 


- county equivalents) | 





Elmore, AL 
Montgomery, AL 

NG iii cnitichcseashcsecntnbessssnnnpsetiiieaenionnesniin a 
Delaware, IN 


Suffolk, NY 


Kings, NY 
New York City, NY 
Putnam, NY 


Richmond, NY 
Rockland, NY 
Westchester, NY 


Union, NJ 

Niagara Falls, NY..........-.ssscssssssssssnernessenesseren 
Niagara, NY 

Norfolk-Virginia Beach-Newport News, VA.. 


1.3537 


0.8250 


1.1480 


1.0373 


1.2149 


0.7498 


1.0739 


0.9220 


1.1311 


1.2395 


1.0223 


1.0667 


0.9531 
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TABLE IVa.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN TABLE IVa.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN TABLE IVa.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN 
AREAS—Continued i Areas—Continued 


Wage Urban area (Constituent counties or . 
index county equivalents) 


Eldorado, CA 
Placer, CA 
Sacramento, CA 
Yolo, CA 
Saginaw-Bay City-Midiand, MI 
, Mi 
Midiand, MI 
Saginaw, Mi 


Clinton, iL 
Jersey, IL 
Madison, IL 
Monroe, IL 

St. Clair, iL 
Franklin, MO 
Jefferson, MO 
St. Charles, MO 
St. Louis, MO 

St. Louis City, MO 
Sullivan City, MO 


Marion, OR 
Polk, OR 
Salinas-Seaside-Monterey, CA 
Monterey, CA 
Salt Lake City-Ogden, UT 
Davis, UT 
Salt Lake, UT 
Weber, UT 


Tom Green, TX 


1.1916 
1.2876 
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TABLE IVa.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN 
Areas—Continued 


TABLE Ve. —WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN TABLE [Va.—WAGE INDEX FOR URBAN 


AreEAS—Continued 





Santa Cruz, CA 

I ease deatestees trscscheccnckcnpncccscbigentl 
Los Alamos, NM 
Santa Fe, NM 

Santa Rosa-Petatuma, CA. .....--ccecseessee 
Sonoma, CA 


Effingham, GA 
Scranton-Wilkes Barre, PA ..............ccssceseoee 
Columbia, PA 
Lackawanna, PA 
Luzeme, PA - 
Monroe, PA 
Wyoming, PA 


Caddo, LA 

SOE I IE a essciccviccdettesiensecsentntatsinsote 
Woodbury, IA 
Dakota, NE 

CN a icnairinseceseuscessceessncesocessecsesangees f 
Minnehaha, SD 

South Bend-Mishawaka, UN cscs 
St. Joseph, IN 


Hampshire, MA 

Sem I PN scsi cates scseesnctnensiosesl 
Centre, PA 

Steubenvilie-Weirton, OH-WV 0... 
Jefferson, OH 
Brooke, WV 
Hancock, WV 


Hernando, FL 


Miller, AR 
Bowie, TX 
ROI sa iniensvicnirenighinsaiicnaanaseiinaoal 


1.5054 


1.2010 
0.8768 
0.6452 


0.9951 


1.2271 
0.7927 
0.9621 


1.0868 


0.8409 


0.6215 


1.4771 


0.9764 


0.9176 


0.8323 


0.9948 


0.8988 


1.4377 


0.8889 


1.2478 


1.4947 


0.8972 


0.6987 


0.9507 






‘Approximate value for area. 


TABLE IVB.—WAGE INDEX FOR RURAL 
AREAS 





Washington, D.C.-MD-VA..0............cccseseceeeeee 
District of Columbia, DC 
Calvert, MD 
Charles, MD 
Frederick, MD 


Fairfax City, VA 
Falis Church City, VA 
Loudoun, VA 
Manassas City, VA } 
Manassas Park City, VA ! 
Prince William, VA | 
Stafford, VA 
Waterloo-Cedar Fallis, A ..........2....eeccsecceeeee j 
Black Hawk, IA | 


0.8255 


0.6997 


0.9488 





0.9488 





0.9404 


0.6554 
0.8028 
Wilmington, DE-NU-MD oecccccce-ccsnoceseeeeneh 0.8497 
New Castle, DE 
Cecil, MD 
Salem, NJ 
Wilmington, NC ......scconceeeesneocee 





0.8419 ! Approximate value for area. 
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2 All counties within the State are classified urban. 


TABLE V.—CosT REPORTING YEAR 
ADJUSTMENT FACTORS ! 


Executive Order 12291 (E.O. 12291) 
requires us to prepare and publish a 
regulatory impact analysis for any final 
notice that meets one of the E.O. criteria 
for a “major rule”; that is, that will be 
likely to result in— 

e An annual effect on the economy of 
$100 million or more; 

¢ A major increase in costs or prices 
for consumers, individual industries, 
Federal, State or local government 
agencies, or geographic regions; or 

* Significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

Additionally, section 1102(b) of the 
Act requires the Secretary to prepare a 
regulatory impact analysis if a final 
notice may have a significant impact on 
the operations of a substantial number 
of small rural hospitals. Such an 
analysis must conform to the provisions 
of section 604 of the RFA. For purposes 
of section 1102({b) of the Act, we define a 
small rural hospital as a hospital with 
fewer than 50 beds located outside of an 
MSA. 


This final notice will implement the 
provisions of section 4026(a) of Pub. L. 
100-203 and section 411(d)(5) of Pub. L. 
100-360, both of which amended section 
1861(v)(1)(L){iii) of the Act. Section 
1861{v)(1)(L)(iii) of the Act provides that 
in establishing the schedule of limits for 
cost reporting periods beginning on or 
after July 1, 1989, the Secretary must use 
a wage index that is based on verified 
wage data obtained for HHAs and base 
the limits on the most recent data 
available which may be for cost 
reporting periods beginning no nearlier 
than July 1, 1985. 

We anticipate that this revised 
schedule of HHA limits will result in 
savings of $1 million in FY 1989, $30 
million in FY 1990, and $40 million in FY 
1991. These estimates are rounded to the 
nearest $10 million. 

We believe that any effects of these 
provisions on the economy and public 
will be the result of the statute and not 
this final notice. Therefore, we do not 
believe this final notice meets E.O. 12291 
criteria and a final regulatory impact 
analysis is not required. Also, we have 
determined, and the Secretary certifies, 
that this final notice will not have a 
significant economic impact on the 
operations of a substantial number of 
small rural hospitals. 


B. Voluntary Regulatory Flexibility 
Analysis 


We generally prepare a regulatory 
flexibility analysis that is consistent 
with the Regulatory Flexibility Act 
(RFA) (5 U.S.C. 601 through 612) unless 
the Secretary certifies that a final notice 
will not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities. For purposes of the RFA, all 
HHAs are treated as small entities. 

We are preparing a voluntary 
regulatory flexibility analysis for this 
final notice because of the large number 
of HHAs that will be affected by the 
provisions of this final notice, which 
implement the statute. 


1. Affected Entities 


As of November 1988, there were 
5,670 HHAs. Of that number, 
approximately 21 percent (1,191) are 
voluntary and nonprofit; 34 percent 
(1,941) are proprietary; 26 percent (1,467) 
are government-controlled; and 19 
percent (1,068) are classified as other. 

We do not have sufficient data to 
predict exactly which HHAs would be 
most affected by this notice nor the 
magnitude of the impact upon individual 
HHAs. We believe that approximately 
35 percent.of HHAs would be affected 
negatively by the new cost limits. That 
is, they would-be paid less under the 
new cost limits than under the old cost 
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limits. For approximately three percent 
of HHAs, the new cost limits will allow 
them to be paid more since their costs 
exceeded the previous cost limits and do 
not exceed the new limits. An additional 
approximately 11 percent of HHAs are 
affected by both sets of cost limits; 
however, for those providers the new 
cost limits are higher than the old cost 
limits and, therefore, these HHAs should 
also receive higher payment under the 
new limits. The costs of approximately 
51.5 percent.of HHAs are less than both 
the old and new set of cost limits. Thus, 
the new cost limits do not affect them. 
Furthermore, it is certain that individual 
HHAs would be affected to a greater or 
lesser degree depending upon the extent 
to which their total reimbursement is 
derived from Medicare. 


2. Conclusion 


We believe that the use of an HHA- 
specific wage index results in cost limits 
that more accurately reflect an HHA's 
real cost of providing services and, on 
that basis, are reasonable. Furthermore, 
we believe our use of a 20 percent limit 
on the decrease or increase that an 
HHA may have in its cost limit will 
mitigate the impact of going from the 
hospital wage index to the HHA-specific 
wage index. 


IX. Other Required Information 


A. Final Notice With Comment Period 
and Waiver of 30-Day Delay in 
Effective Date 


In adopting substantive rules, we 
ordinarily publish a notice of proposed 
rulemaking in the Federal Register with 
a 60-day period for public comment as 
required under section 1871(b)(1) of the 
Act. In addition, we normally publish 
notices of this kind 30 days before the 
effective date. Sectin 4039(g) of Pub. L. 
100-203, however, provides that we may 
issue regulations on an interim or other 
basis as may be necessary to implement 
certain provisions of Pub. L. 100-203 
relating to Medicare. We believe that 
this express legislative authority is fully 
applicable here with respect to 
implementation of section 4026(a) of 
Pub. L. 100-203. Consequently, in order 
to implement the provisions of section 
4026{a) by July 1, 1989, we are 
eliminating the publication of a 
proposed notice, and are publishing this 
notice as a final notice with a 60-day 
comment period. 

As previously discussed, section 
4026(a) of Pub. L. 100-203 as amended 
by section 411(d)(5) of Pub. L. 100-360 
requires that, in establishing the 
schedule of limits for cost reporting 
periods beginning on or after July 1, 
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1989, we use a wage index based on 
verified wage data obtained for HHAs, 
and base the limits on the most recent 
data available (which may be for cost 
reporting periods beginning no earlier 
than July 1, 1985.) We have acted 
expeditiously within the time frame 
imposed by Congress to institute a 
special HHA data collection, which 
resulted in an HHA specific wage index 
based on data from 4,253 HHAs (see 
detailed discussion in section IL.B. of 
this notice above). We have also sought 
to expedite the process of internal 
agency consideration of the draft notice 
through the use of shortened time 
frames. 

Because there is not now adequate 
time to publish a proposed notice of this 
schedule of limits and solicit public 
comment and then publish a final notice 
before July 1, 1989, nor is there time to 
allow a 30-day delay in effective date, 
we find good cause to waive the notice 
and comment procedures and the delay 
in effective date because they would be 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest attached to updating these 
limits. Nonetheless, we are providing a 
60-day comment period as indicated at 
the beginning of this notice. 

Because of the large number of items 
of correspondence we normally receive, 
we are not able to acknowledge or 
respond to them individually. However, 
in preparing the final notice, we will 
consider all comments that we receive 
by the date and time specified in the 
“Dates” section of this preamble of that 
notice. 


B. Paperwork Reduction Act 


This final notices does not impose 
information collection requirements. 
Consequently, it does not need to be 
reviewed by EOMB under the authority 
of the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 
(44 U.S.C. 3507). 

Section 1861(v)(1)(L) of the Social 
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395(f}(i) and 
1395x{v)} and 42 CFR 413.30. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 


Program No. 13.773, Medicare—Hospital 
Insurance) 


Dated: June 5, 1989. 
Louis B. Hays, 
Acting Administrator, Health Care Financing 
Administration. 
Approved: June 23, 1989. 
Louis W. Sullivan, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 89-15566 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4120-01-M 


[BQC-073-PN] 


Medicaid Program; MMIS System 
Performance Review Revisions 


AGENCY: Health Care Financing 
Administration (HCFA), HHS. 


ACTION: Proposed notice. 


SuMMARY: This notice proposes 
revisions to the system performance 
review standards, procedures and 
methodologies we use to evaluate State 
Medicaid Management Information 
Systems The changes would improve 
our ability to accurately assess State 
performance. 

DATE: To be considered, comments must 
be mailed or delivered to the 
appropriate address, as provided below, 


-and must be received by 5:00 p.m. on 


August 29, 1989. 


ADDRESS: Mail comments to the 
following address: Health Care 
Financing Administration, Department 
of Health and Human Services, 
Attention: BQC-073-PN, P.O. Box 26676, 
Baltimore, Maryland 21207. 


If you prefer, you may deliver your 
comments to one of the following 
addresses: 


Room 309-G, Hubert H. Humphrey 
Building, 200 Independence Ave. SW., 
Washington, DC, or 

Room 132, East High Rise Building, 6325 
Security Boulevard, Baltimore, 
Maryland. 


In commenting, please refer to file 
code BQC-073-PN. Comments received 
timely will be available for public 
inspection as they are received, 
beginning approximately three weeks 
after publication of this document, in 
Room 309-G of the Department's offices 
at 200 Independence Ave., SW., 
Washington, DC, on Monday through 
Friday of each week from 8:30 a.m. to 
5:00 p.m. (phone: 202-245-7890). 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Rick Friedman, (301) 966-3292. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
I. Background 


Section 1903(r) of the Social Security 
Act (the Act) requires the Medicaid 
program in most States to have in place 
a mechanized claims processing and 
information retrieval system as 
described in section 1903(a) of the Act. 
Section 1903(a) authorizes Federal 
matching funds at 75 percent for the 
operation of such a system, as long as it 
remains approved by HCFA. The system 
is popularly known as the Medicaid 
Management Information System, or 
MMIS. The purpose of this system is to 
provide for an effective, efficient and 


economical administration of the State 
Medicaid plans. 

Section 1903(r) requires us to review 
each system at least once every three 
years to determine whether it meets our 
performance standards and systems 
requirements. Systems failing the system 
performance review (SPR) are subject to 
a reduction in Federal matching funds. 
States must be informed of any change 
in performance standards by the June 
30th preceding the beginning of the 
Federal fiscal year in which we intend 
to apply the standards. We published 
the first set of performance standards on 
June 30, 1981 (46 FR 33653); there have 
been no other publications changing the 
performance standards. 

The performance standards currently 
are statements of desired outcomes. 
They are made up of subordinate 
activities or specific tasks capable of 
direct measurement. Each standard 
consists of one or more elements, which, 
in turn, consist of two or more factors. 
The factors, which are very specific 
activities, are revised from year to year 
as needed. 

In measuring performance under the 
current SPR we use a tiered scoring 
system. The MMIS must pass every 
standard in order to pass the SPR. In 
addition, the MMIS must receive a 
minimum score on each of the elements 
that make up the standard. 

Our experience has shown that the 
current SPR has a number of 
shortcomings. In some instances specific 
activities we wanted to measure as 
indicative of the performance of the 
MMIS could not be logically classified 
under the standards as they are 
formatted or could arguably be placed 
under more than one standard. In other 
instances we felt it inappropriate to 
review activities under a particular 
standard because shifting program 
emphasis indicated that priorities be 
placed in other areas. 

In June 1988, we notified State 
agencies of our intentions to revise the 
SPR and sent them a pilot SPR guide and 
solicited their comments. We are also 
testing the pilot project in five states as 
of October 1, 1988; we will review their 
systems against the proposed SPR. 


II. Provisions of the Notice 


In order to improve measurement of 
MMIS performances, we looked at the 
three components of the SPR: (1) The 
standards themselves as appropriate 
measures; (2) the application of the 
standards; that is, use of factors and 
elements tied rigidly to particular 
standards; and (3) the scoring system. 
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A. Performance Standards 


We propose to retain unchanged the 
seven performance standards as 
published on June 30, 1981. In addition, 
we propose to add a new standard 
number 8, concerning third party 
liability, discussed below. The 
standards would consist of the 
following: 

e Standard 1—Eligibility. 
An accurate system of recipient 
eligibility information must be 
2—Support files. 

An accurate and accessible system of 

files must be provided to support system 


operations. 
* Standard 3—Orderly and timely 
claims processing. 

Claims must be processed in an 
orderly and timely manner from initial 
receipt through issuance of claims 
ctuetemien. 

© Standard 4—Accurate claims 
processing and review. 

Claims data must be accurately 
processed and reviewed. 

© Standard 5—Management and 
Administrative Reporting Subsystem 


(MARS). 

The MARS must be efficiently and 
effectively operated in order to provide 
support to the management review, 
evaluation, and decision-making 
processes. 

¢ Standard 6@—Surveillance and 
Utilization Review Subsystem (SURS). 

The operation of a SURS must provide 
comprehensive health care delivery and 


instances of provider or recipient fraud 
or abuse. 

* Standard 7—MMIS administration. 

Overall effectiveness in carrying out 
MMIS administrative responsibilities 
must be demonstrated. 

© Standard 8—Third party liability 
(TPL}. 

The MMIS must perform functions - 
and provide data to support cost 
avoidance and the collection of 
payments from liable third parties and 
to assure that Medicaid is the payer of 
last resort. 

Section 1903(r)(6){J) of the Act 
requires us to develop and disseminate 
performance standards for assessing the 
State's third party collection efforts in 
accordance with section 
1902{a}{25){A)}{ii) of the Act. We 
proposed a standard that would 
accomplish this purpose and several 
elements on March 3, 1987 (52 FR 6350) 
in a proposed rule concerning third- 
party liability. We received six 
comments from ten commenters on the 
TPL standard as proposed. All of the 


comments specifically addressed the 
proposed elements and not the proposed 
standards. Since we are proposing to 
eliminate elements, as discussed below, 
we are not responding to these 
comments. Proposed new standard 8 is 
essentially the same as included in our 
March 3, 1987, proposed rule, with only 
minor editorial changes. 


B. Elements and Factors 


The elements, as currently worded, 
are specifically written to measure the 
standards to which they are tied. 
Factors, in a similar fashion, are tied 
directly to the elements. We often find 
that the current system is inflexible as 
we develop new factors that measure a 
standard but do not measure any 
particular element. We also find that 
with shifting emphases some elements 
are no longer relevant, and, hence, have 
subordinate factors, that, similarly, are 
no longer appropriate to the given 
elements. 

In order to correct the problems, we 
considered two possibilities: (1) Drop 
the current standards or elements (or 
both) and réplace them with new 
categories that more accurately 
encompass the activities we wish to 
review; (2) abandon the use of 
categorization altogether. In considering 
the former option there was concern 
that new categories might appear 
perfectly workable now (just as the 
standards and elements did in 1961}, but 
that they too could eventually become 
irrelevant. Furthermore, any ongoing of 
review factors would tend to continue 
separate scoring of the groups, a notion 
that we feel is not essential. Therefore, 
we propose te abandon classification of 
factors altogether. 

We believe that measuring 
accomplishments in terms of factors 
would accurately determine whether a 
system meets performance standards. 
We do not blieve that measurement of 
accomplishments in terms of elements is 
necessary or efficient or improves 
accuracy of what needs to be measured. 
We propose to delete the elements from 
the SPR. 

The factors would not be directly 
associated with any particular 
standards; i.e., passing a given standard 
would not depend on passing a given 

uping of factors. 

Most of the factors that we intend to 
use in the SPR would be identical to 
those used in past SPRs. Factors are 
developed based on communication 
between the State agencies and HCFA. 
These factors are the accomplishments, 
outcomes, or purchases that we have 
determined promote the efficiency, 
effectiveness, and economy of the 
MMIS. States are given the factors and 
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HCFA's expectations for performance 
levels that are necessary to pass the 
factors in the yearly SPR review 
package that is issued to States in June. 

In order that commenters may 

evaluate the effect of our proposal, we 
have listed a number of illustrative 
factors. After them, in parentheses, we 
also list the numbers of the standards as 
they appear in section IIA. of this 
document to which the factor might 
apply. 

Hustrative Factor— 

The claims processing eligibility file 
must be updated with current 
recipient eligibility information at 
least once every 10 calendar days. 
(Stardards 1, 7, 8) 

Hlustrative Factor— 

Updates to the formulary pricing file 
and/or medical procedure fee 
schedule must be made accurately 
and timely. (Standards 2, 7) 

IHustrative Factor— 

Claims with unique identifier that 
incorporate the correct date of 
receipt must be identified, and 
claims must be accessible. after 
entry to the claims processing 
system. (Standards 3, 7) 

Illustrative Factor— 

The HCFA-2082 and MEDSTAT data 
submissions must be received 
timely by HCFA’s central office. 
(Standards 5, 7) 

Illustrative Factor— 

The SUR subsystem must be used in 
the performance of noninstitutional 
provider reviews, and minimum 
case review requirements must be 
met. (Standard 6) 

Illustrative Factor— 

The State must make effective use of 
its MMIS to support and enforce 
State and Federal policies, 
procedures, and guidelines, and the 
State policies, procedures, and 
guidelines must be in accordance 
with HCFA policy, Federal 
regulations, and title XIX of the 
Social Security Act. (Standards 4, 7) 

Illustrative Factor— 

The system must check for the 
presence of a health coverage 
indicator on the recipient eligibility 
or TPL file when processing claims; 
the system must appropriately cost 
avoid claims for recipients whose 
records show other coverage; and 
the system must consider the 
availability of:payment from 
another health plan before paying 
claims for recipients who have 
other health coverage. (Standards 1, 
2, 4, 8) 
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C. Scoring System 


Under the new percentage scoring 
system, the sum of all factors (the final 
cumulative percentage score), would 
never exceed 100 percent. The system 
would determine the percent correct for 
each factor and would multiply that 
figure by a weight (either 1, 2, or 3) and 
a feature called a multiplier, which 
reflect the factors relative importance 
within the SPR. Then the system would 
add all the weighted factor scores 
together to produce a final cumulative 
percentage score for the SPR. 

We believe that certain factors are so 
critical that it is important that the 
States achieve an acceptable level of 
performance for these factors. - 
Therefore, we would designate a small 
number of factors as critical. These 
factors would get a higher weight than 
non-critical factors. We propose, a pool 
of potential critical factors from which 
we intend to choose at least five critical 
factors, the following: 

¢ The MMIS must pay claims 
accurately; i.e., at the State approved fee 
or rate. 

¢ The MMIS must determine if 
institutional claims are paid accurately: 
i.e., at the State-approved fee or rate. 

¢ The MMIS must monitor the 
frequency with which clean practitioner 
claims are paid or denied timely; i.e., 
within 30 days of receipt. 

¢ The MMIS must monitor the 
frequency with which clean practitioner 
claims are paid or denied timely; i.e., 
within 90 days of receipt. 

¢ The MMIS must assure that edits 
are properly utilized in the processing of 
Medicaid claims. 

¢ The MMIS must use duplicate 
detection edits and system logic 
sufficient to detect duplicate claims in 
all major claim categories; i.e., inpatient, 
outpatient, laboratory and x-ray, long 
term care, physician services and drugs. 

¢ The MMIS must monitor the 
frequency with which claims other than 
clean practitioner claims are paid 
timely; i.e., within 30 days of receipt. 

To be reapproved, each MMIS would 
have to achieve the above mentioned 
minimum cumulative percentage score 
and pass all critical factors. the State 
agencies would be notified of the 
designated critical factors by the June 
30th preceding the beginning of the 
review period in which they are 
effective. This notification also would 
include the minimum acceptable 
performance levels (APLs) for all factors 
and those APLs would be used for 
producing the final cumulative 
percentage score. 

We propose a reasonable number of 
factors to be 36, the total value of which 


would equal 100 percent. Of the 36 
factors, at least five from the above pool 
would be identified as critical. A 
minimum cumulative percentage score 
would be established at 90 percent, and 
a minimum factor score (APL) of 90 
percent would be established for each 
critical factor. If the minimum 
cumulative percentage score meets or 
exceeds 90 percent and the minimum 
factor score for each critical factor 
meets or exceeds 90 per cent, the system 
would be reapproved. 

This departs from the current scoring 
system. the cumulative score was 
determined on a standard and element 
level for purposes of reapproval or 
disapproval. Under the proposed 
revisions we would eliminate scoring on 
the standard and element level. 

With our departure from rigidly 
association each factor with one 
standard, and our proposal to score only 
the factors, the review and scoring 
would operate as outlined below. 

By June 30 preceding the beginning of 
the review period to be evaluated, we 
would send States the following 
information: 

¢ All the factors to be used in the 
SPR. (Some factors might not apply to 
all States, depending on the State’s 
particular system). 

¢ The relative weight applicable to 
each factor (we anticipate weights of 1, 
2, or 3). The total score of all factors, 
after weighting and application of the 
multiplier, will never exceed 100 
percent. 

¢ The identification of factors 
designated as critical and the minimum 
APL for each critical factor. 

¢ The minimum final cumulative 
percentage score needed to pass the 
SPR. 


The review would be conducted for 
each individual factor. We would assess 
the State’s performance under each 
factor and note the percentage of correct 
activities. For purposes of the final 
cumulative percentage score, each 
factor’s percentage score would be 
weighted using the factor weight and 
multiplier, then added together to 
calculate overall performance. For 
critical factors the individual factor’s 
percentage correct would be used to 
determine if the factor meets the 
minimum APL. 

In some instances HCFA may 
determine that a factor is inapplicable to 
a State’s MMIS. The weights assigned to 
factors that are inapplicable in a given 
State are excluded from the total of all 
the factor weights, and the total 
weighting and multipliers are readjusted 
so that maximum final cumulative 
percentage score is again 100 percent. 


In summary, if the State agency 
achieves at least the minimum 
cumulative percentage score and passes 
all critical factors, its MMIS would be 
reapproved. If it fails to achieve the 
minimum score or fails one or more 
critical factors, its MMIS would be 
disapproved. 


Ill. Availability of SPR Package 


Anyone wishing to obtain a copy of 
the SPR package (for information or 
comment) that HCFA currently uses in 
several States to test the new scoring 
format may obtain it by addressing a 
request for it to: Frederick Harris, 273 
EHR Bldg., HCFA, BQC, 6325 Security 
Blvd., Baltimore, MD 21207. 


IV. Regulatory Impact Statement 
A. Executive Order 12291 


Executive Order 12291 (E.OL. 12291) 
requires us to prepare and publish a 
regulatory impact analysis for any 
proposed notice that meets one of the 
E.O. criteria for a “major rule”; that is, 
that would be likely to result in— 

e An annual effect on the economy of 
$100 million or more; 

¢ A major increase in costs or prices 
for consumers, individual industries, 
Federal, State, or local government 
agencies, or geographic regions; or 

¢ Significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

One potential impact of the changes 
this notice proposes is that a State 
agency may fail the SPR even though it 
currently passes it, or it may pass under 
the proposed scoring system although it 
currently fails it. While State Medicaid 
agencies with systems failing the SPR 
would be subject to a reduction in 
Federal matching funds, 42 CFR 
433.113(b) requires that only a 
proportion of that part of a State’s FFP 
that pertains to expenditures for 
compensation and training of skilled 
professional medical personnel and 
support staff and for general 
administration would be reduced. We 
have determined that neither these 
potential reductions nor any other 
effects from this proposed notice would 
meet any of the criteria of the Executive 
Order 12291. Thus, a regulatory impact 
analysis is not required. 


B. Regulatory Flexibility Act 


We generally prepare a regulatory 
flexibility analysis that is consistent 
with the Regulatory Flexibility Act 
(RFA) (5 U.S.C. 601 through 612) unless 
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the Secretary certifies that a proposed 
notice would not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of smalt entities. For purposes of 
the RFA, all providers and suppliers are 
treated as small entities. 

This proposed notice would not have 
a direct effect on providers and 
suppliers; however, it is possible that 
some of the standards may have an 
indirect effect on them. For example, a 
State agency's attempts to meet these 
standards may produce a more efficient 
process for eligibility determinations 
and orderly and timely claims 
processing. We would expect these 
indirect effects to be positive for 
providers and suppliers; however we do 
not expect these effects to be significant. 
For these reasons, we have determined, 
and the Secretary certifies, that this 
proposed notice would not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. We 
have, therefore, not prepared a 
regulatory flexibility analysis. 
C. Rural Hospital Impact Statement 

Section 1102{b} of the Act requires the 
Secretary to prepare a regulatory impact 
analysis if a proposed notice may have 
a significant impact on the operations of 
a substantial number of small rural 
hospitals. Such an analysis must 
conform to the provisions of section 603 
of the RFA. For purposes of section 
1102(b} of the Act, we define a small 
rural hospital as a hospital with fewer 
than 50 beds located outside of a 
Metropolitan Statistical Area. 

We are not preparing a rural impact 


significant economic impact on the 
operations of a substantial number of 
small rural hospitals. 


V. Paperwork Burden 


These changes do not impose 
paperwork collection requirements. 
. they need not be 
reviewed by the Executive Office 
Management and Budget under the 
authority of the 
Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.). 


VE. Response to Comments 


Because of the large number of items 
of correspondence we normally receive 
on a proposed rule, we are not able to 
acknowledge or respond to them 
individually. However, we will consider 
all comments that we receive by the 
date and time specified in the “Date” 
section of this preamble, and, if we 
proceed with a final notice, we will 
respond to the comments in the 
preamble of that notice. 


(Section 1903{r) of the Social Security Act (42 

U.S.C. 1396b{r}) 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 

Program No. 13.714), Medical Assistance) 
Dated: April 5, 2989. 

Louis B. Hays, 

Acting Administrator, Health Care Financing 

Administration. 

[FR Doc. 89-15565 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am} 

BILLING CODE 4120-01- 


Health Resources and Services 
Administration 


Advisory Council; Meeting 

In accordance with section 10({a)(2) of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(Public Law 92-463), announcement is 
made of the following National 
Advisory body scheduled to meet during 
the month of August 1989. 


Name: Departments Review Committee. 

Date and Time: August 29, 1989, 8:30 a.m.— 
1:00 p.m. 

Place: The Pavilion Hotel, 5901 Montrose 
Road, Rockville, Maryland 20852. 

Date and Time: August 29-31, 1989, 1:30 
p.m. to 6:00 p.m. 

Place: Conference Room J, K, and L, 


Open on August 29, 8:30 a.m.-9:30 a.m. 
Closed for remainder of meeting. 
Purpose: The Gradute Training in Family 


.Medicine Review Committee shall review 


application from public or nonprofit private 
hospitals, and other public or nonprofit 
entities that plan, develop and operate or 
participate in approved graduate training 
programs in the field of family medicine; or 
supports trainees in such programs who plan 
to specialize or work im the practice of family 
medicine. 

Agenda: The open portion of the meeting 
will cover welcome and o remarks 
financial management and legislative 
implementation updates, and overview of the 
review process. The meeting will be closed to 
the public on August 29, at 9:30 a.m. for the 
remainder of the meeting for the review of 
grant applications. The closing is in 
accordance with the provisions set forth in 
section 552b(e}{6}, Title 5 U.S.C. and the 
Determination by the Acting Administrator, 
Health Resources and Services 
Administration, pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463. 

Anyone requiring information regarding the 
subject Council should contact Mrs. Sherry 
Wipple, Executive Secretary, Graduate 
Training in Family Medicine Review 
Committee, Room 4C-18, Parklawn Building, 
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland 20857, 
Telephone (301) 443-6874. 

Agenda items are subject to change as 
priorities dictate. 


Date: June 27, 1988. 
Jackie E. Baum, 
Advisory Committee Management Officer. 
HRSA. 
[FR Doc. 89-15552 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-15-m 
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National Institutes of Health 


Notice of the National Eye Institute 
Policy Planning Forum 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of a Policy Planning Forum 
sponsored by the Vision Research 
Program Planning Subcommittee of the 
National Advisory Eye Council. The 
Forum will be held on August 2, 1989, in 
Building 31C, Conference Room 6, 
National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Maryland. 

This entire meeting will be open to the 
public from 9:00 a.m. until 3:00 p.m. to 
discuss current policy issues and 
provide input and guidance to the Vision 
Research Program Planning 
Subcommittee concerning the 
development of Institute policies and 
programs. Attendance by the public will 
be limited to space available. 

Ms. Lois DeNinno, Committee 

Management Officer, National Eye 
Institute, Building 31, Room 6A08, 
National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Maryland 20892, (301) 496-9110, will 
provide a summary of the meeting, 
roster of committee members, and 
substantive program information upon 
request. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Programs, Nos. 13.867, Retinal and Choroidal 
Diseases Research; 13.868, Corneal Diseases 
Research; 13.869, Cataract Research; 13.870, 
Glaucoma Research; and 13.871, Sensory and 
Motor disorders of Visual Research; National 
Institutes of Health} 

Dated: June 23, 1989. 

Betty J. Beveridge, 

Committee Management Officer, NIH. 
[FR Dac. 89-15539 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M 


Sociat Security Administration 


Agency Forms Submitted to the Office 
of Management and Budget for 
Clearance 


Each Friday the Sacial Security 
Administration publishes a list of 
information collection packages that 
have been submitted to the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) for 
clearance in compliance with Pub. L. 96- 
511, The Paperwork Reduction Act. The 
following clearance packages have been 
submitted to OMB since the last list was 
published im the Federal Register on 
June 16, 1989. 

Social Security Administration 
(Call Reports Clearance Officer on (301) 
965-4149 for copies of package) 


1. Cessation or Continuance of 
Disability or Blindness Determination 
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and Transmittal—Title XVI—0960- 
0443—The information collected on the 
form SSA-832 is used to document 
determinations as to whether an 
individual's disability benefits should be 
ceased or continued on the basis of his/ 
her impairment. The respondents are the 
State Disability Determination Services. 
Number of Respondents: 50 

Frequency of Response: 1,300 

Average Burden Per Response: 30 
minutes 

Estimated Annual Burden: 32,500 hours 
2. Request For Change In Time/Place 

of Disability Hearing—0960-0348—The 

information collected on the form SSA- 

769 is used by the Social Security 

Administration to provide claimants 

with a structured format for exercising 

their right to request a change in the 
time/place of a scheduled disability 
hearing. The information collected via 
the SSA-779 will serve as the basis for 
granting or denying requests to 
reschedule disability hearings. The 
respondents are claimants who have 
been scheduled for disability hearings. 

Number of Respondents: 12,809 

Frequency of Response: 1 

Average Burden Per Response: 8 
minutes 

Estimated Annual Burden: 1,708 hours 
Written comments and 

recommendations regarding these 

information collections should be sent 
directly to the appropriate OMB Desk 

Officer designated above at the 

following address: 

OMB Reports Management Branch, New 
Executive Office Building, Room 3208, 
Washington, DC 20503 
Dated: June 26, 1989. 

Ron Compston, 

Social Security Administration, Reports 

Clearance Officer. 

[FR Doc. 89-15498 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4190-11-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


[Docket No. N-69-2012] 


Submission of Proposed information 
Collection to OMB 


AGENCY: Office of Administration, HUD. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The proposed information 


collection requirement described below 
has been submitted to the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) for 
review, as required by the Paperwork 
Reduction Act. The Department is 
soliciting public comments on the 
subject proposal. 

ADDRESS: Interested persons are invited 
to submit comments regarding this 
proposal. Comments should refer to the 


proposal by name and should be sent to: 


John Allison, OMB Desk Officer, Office 
of Management and Budget, New 
Executive Office Building, Washington, 
DC 20503. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David S. Cristy, Reports Management 
Officer, Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, 451 7th Street, 
Southwest, Washington, DC 20410, 
telephone (202) 755-6050. This is not a 
toll-free number. Copies of the proposed 
forms and other available documents 
submitted to OMB may be obtained 
from Mr. Cristy. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Department has submitted the proposal 
for the collection of information, as 
described below, to OMB for review, as 
required by the Paperwork Reduction 
Act (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35). 

The Notice lists the following 
information: (1) The title of the 


need for the information and its 
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proposed use; (4) the agency form 
number, if applicable; (5) what members 
of the public will be affected by the 
proposal; (6) how frequently information 
submissions will be required; (7) an 
estimate of the total numbers of hours 
needed to prepare the information 
submission including number of 
respondents, frequency of response, and 
hours of response; (8) whether the 
proposal is new or an extension, 
reinstatement, or revision of an 
information collection requirement; and 
(9) the names and telephone numbers of 
an agency official familiar with the 
proposal and of the OMB Desk Officer 
for the Department. 


Authority: Section 3507 of the Paperwork 
Reduction Act, 44 U.S.C. 3507; Section 7(d) of 
the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development Act, 42 U.S.C. 3535{d). 

Date: June 22, 1989. 

John T. Murphy, 
Director, Information Policy and Management 
Division. 

Proposal: Requirements for Single 
Family Mortgage Instruments. 

Office: Housing. 

Description of the Need for the 
Information and Its Proposed Use: As 
the insurer for single family mortgages, 
HUD must ensure that the mortgage 
instruments have provisions that are 
compatible with the Department’s 
requirements. In addition, these 
instruments must contain the specific 
provisions necessary to accomplish 
program objectives. 

Form Number: None. 

Respondents: Individuals or 
Households, Businesses or Other For- 
Profit, and Small Businesses or 








information collection proposal; (2) the Organizations. 7a 
office of the agency to collect the Frequency of Submission: 
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Total Estimated Burden Hours: 
186,750. 

Status: New. 

Contact: Richard Harrington, HUD, 
(202) 755-5676; John Allison, OMB, (202) 
395-6880. 

Date: June 22, 1989. 

[FR Doc. 89-15421 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4210-01-M 


Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity 
[Docket No. N-89-1960; FR-2618] 


Fair Housing Initiatives Program, 
Competitive Solicitation 


AGENCY: Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Fair Housing and Equal 
Opportunity, HUD. 

ACTION: Notice of funding availability: 
Extenxion of time to file applications. 


SUMMARY: On April 25, 1989, HUD 
published a notice soliciting 
applications for funding under the 
Education and Outreach Initiative and 
the Private Enforcement Initiative of 
HUD's Fair Housing Initiatives Program. 
Today’s notice extends the application 
deadline to July 31, 1989. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Maxine B. Cunningham, Deputy 
Director, Office of Fair Housing 
Enforcement and Section 3 Compliance, 
Office of Fair Housing and Equal 
Opportunity, Room 5212, Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, 451 
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, DC 
20410. Telephone (202) 755-0455. (V and 
TDD) (This is not a toll-free number.) 
Application kits are available upon 
written or telephone request. To ensure 
a prompt response, it is suggested that 
requests for application kits be made by 
telephone. 

DATES: Applications for funding must be 
submitted by July 31, 1989, unless the 
application qualifies for a late 
application exception as specified in the 
application kit and is received before 
funds are awarded. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
February 10, 1989 (54 FR 6492), HUD 
published a final rule implementing the 
Fair Housing Initiatives Program (FHIP) 
authorized under section 561 of the 
Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1987 (Pub. L. 100-242, approved 
February 5, 1988). Under FHIP, HUD 
provides funding to State and local 
governments or their agencies, public or 
private nonprofit organizations, or other 
public or private entities formulating or 
carrying out programs to prevent or 
eliminate discriminatory housing 
practices. 


A notice announcing the availability 
of funds under FHIP’s Education and 
Outreach Initiative and Private 
Enforcement Initiative was published on 
April 25, 1989 (54 FR 17872). The notice 
stated that applications were due by 
June 16, 1989, unless the application is 
qualified for a late application exception 
as specified in the application kit and is 
received before funds are awarded. The 
original application deadline of June 16, 
1989 was extended to June 30, 1989 in a 
notice published June 8, 1989 (54 FR 
24595). Today's notice extends the 
application deadline to July 31, 1989. 
This extension will permit eligible 
applicants to review certain explanatory 
materials recently included in the 
amended applicaton package. 

Authority: Sec. 561, Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1987 (Pub. L. 
100-242, approved February 5, 1988); titles 
VIII, Civil Rights Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C: 3600- 
20); sec 7{d), Department of Housing and 
Urban Development Act (42 U.S.C. 3535(d)). 

Dated: June 27, 1989. 

Thomas D. Casey, 

General Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fair 
Housing and Equal Opportunity. 

[FR Doc. 89-15563 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4210-26-M 


Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Housing—Federal Housing 
Commissioner 


[Docket No. N-89-1971; FR-2606] 


Unutilized and Underutilized Federal 
Buildings and Real Property 
Determined To Be Suitable for Use for 
Facilities To Assist the Homeless 


AGENCY: Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Housing-Federal Housing 
Commissioner, HUD. 

ACTION: Notice. 


sSuMMARY: This Notice identifies 
unutilized and underutilized Federal 
property determined by HUD to be 
suitable for possible use for facilities to 
assist the homeless. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 30, 1989. 
aAppress: For further information, 
contact Morris Bourne, Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, Room 
9140, 451 Seventh Street SW, 
Washington, DC 20410; telephone (202) 
755-9075; TDD number for the hearing- 
and speech-impaired (202) 426-0015. 
(These telephone numbers are not toll- 
free.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
accordance with the December 12, 1988 
court order in National Coalition for the 
Homeless v. Veterans Administration, 
No. 88-2503-OG (D.D.C.), HUD 
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publishes a Notice, on a weekly basis, 
identifying unutilized and underutilized 
Federal buildings and real property 
determined by HUD to be suitable for 
use for facilities to assist the homeless. 
Today’s Notice is for the purpose of 
announcing that no additional properties 
have been determined suitable this 
week. 


Dated: June 26, 1989. 


John R. Ambrogne, Jr., 

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Policy, 
Financial Management and Administration. 
[FR Doc. 89-15528 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4210-27-M’ 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Bureau of Land Management 
[AZ~050-4333-12] 


Arizona; Closures to Camping and Off- 
Highway Vehicle Use 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION: (1) Close an area near 
Quartzsite, Arizona, south of Tyson 
Wash and west of Highway 95 just north 
of the town of La Paz Valley, in La Paz 
County to camping and off-highway 
vehicle use. 


sumMMARY: The following described 
lands are closed to all types of camping. 
The area affected by this closure 
contains 640 acres, more or less. 


Gila and Salt River Meridian, Arizona 


T.3N., R. 19 W., 
Sec. 20, all. 


(2) Close an area near Quartzsite, 
Arizona, west of Kofa Drive and north 
of Interstate 10 in La Paz County, to. ~ 
camping. 
summary: The following described 
lands, for a distance of %4-mile west of 
Kofa Drive, are closed to all types of 
camping. The area affected by this 
closure contains 345 acres, more or less. 


Gila and Salt River Meridian, Arizona 
T.4N., R. 19 W., 
Sec. 17, EYE; 
Sec. 20, E%2E%; 
Sec. 29, NYANE“NE%, W%2SW4N 
E%“NE'%. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: August 1, 1989. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mary Barger, Acting Area Manager, 
Yuma Resource Area, 3150 Winsor 
Avenue, Yuma, Arizona 85365, 602—726- 
6300. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Authority for these actions is contained 
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in 43 CFR 8364.1. Both areas are being 
closed to protect public health and 
safety and to prevent further 
environmental degradation. These 
closures to camping and off-highway 
vehicle use shall apply to all persons 
and shall remain in effect until further 
notice. Maps of these areas are 
available at the Yuma District Office, 
3150 Winsor Avenue, Yuma, Arizona 
85365. 


Dated: June 21, 1989, 
Herman L. Kast, 
District Manager. 
[FR Doc. 89-15531 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4333-12-M 


[OR-010-09-44 10-13: GP9-258] 


Lakeview District Multiple Use 
Advisory Council; Meeting 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


action: Notice. 


summary: The Lakeview District 
Multiple Use Advisory Council will meet 
on July 27 and 28, 1989. A tour has been 
planned to leave the Klamath Falls 
Resource Area office at 2795 Anderson, 
Building #25 at 10:00 a.m, on July 27. The 
tour will stop in areas which will 
highlight issues identified by the public 
as a result of the recent issue 
identification mailer and open house for 
the Klamath Falls Resource 
Management Plan/EIS. 

On July 28 the Council will meet at the 
Klamath Falls Resource Area office from 
8:00 a.m., until noon. The discussion will 
center around the RMP/EIS process and 
any questions resulting from the tour. 

The public is invited to attend either 
or both days. In order to make 
arrangements for transportation, those 
wishing to go on the tour should contact 
the Lakeview District office by July 21. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Renee Snyder, Public Affairs Officer, 
Telephone (503) 947-2177. 

Judy Ellen Nelson, 

District Manager. 

[FR Doc. 89-15441 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-33-M 


[AK-080-09-4230-23; F-86334] 


Realty Action; Lease of Public Lands in 
Alaska for Airport Purposes 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Notice of realty action. 


SUMMARY: The State of Alaska 
Department of Transportation and 
Public Facilities has requested an 
airport lease to.improve and expand an 


existing landing strip located within Air 
Navigation Site (ANS 164). The State 
needs the lease in order to obtain 
Federal funds from the Federal Aviation 
Administration for the purpose of 
expanding the airport. 

ADDRESSES: Written comments on this 
notice should be submitted to the 
District Manager, Bureau of Land 
Management, Steese/White Mountains 
District, 1150 University Avenue, 
Fairbanks, Alaska 99709. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Rod Everett, Realty Specialist, at the 
address given above or telephone 
Alaska, 907/474-2365. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
following described public lands in 
Boundary, Alaska are being considered 
for lease to the State of Alaska for 
airport purposes under the Act of May 
24, 1928, as amended (49 U.S.C., 
Appendix 211-213): 
Copper River Meridian, Alaska 
T. 27 N., R. 22 E., 

Sec. 32: within NE %; 

Sec. 33: within NW %. 

The area described contains 45.46 acres. 


The lands being considered will be 
leased to the State for the purpose of 
improving and expanding an existing 
landing strip. The subject lands are 
entirely surrounded by lands conveyed 
to private holders or the State of Alaska. 

The above described lands have been, 
and remain, segregated from all 
appropriation under the public lands 
laws, including the mining laws but not 
the mineral leasing laws, subject to 
valid existing rights. The subject lands 
have been segregated by Air Navigation 
Site withdrawal (ANS 164), and 
selections by the State of Alaska (F- 
79645). 

For a period of 45 days from the date 
of this publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register, interested parties may 
submit comments to the District 
Manager at the above address. Any 
adverse comments will be reviewed by 
the State Director, who may vacate, 
sustain, or modify the realty action and 
issue a final determination. In the 
absence of any objections, the final 
determination of the Department of the 
Interior will be made in accordance with 
this Notice. 


Dated: June 20, 1989. 
Jack C. Mellor, 
Associate District Manager, Steese/White-: 
Mountains District. 
[FR Doc. 89-15442 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am} 
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[AK-080-09-4230-23; F-86393] 
Realty Action; Lease of Public Lands in 
Alaska for Airport Purposes 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Notice of realty action. 


SUMMARY: The State of Alaska, 
Department of Transportation and 
Public Facilities has requested an 
airport lease to improve and expand an 
existing landing strip located within Air 
Navigation Site (ANS 154). The State 
needs the lease in order to obtain 
Federal funds from the Federal Aviation 
Administration for the purpose of 
expanding the airport. 


ADDRESSES: Written comments on this 
notice should be submitted to the 
District Manager, Bureau of Land 
Management, Steese/White Mountains 
District, 1150 University Avenue, 
Fairbanks, Alaska, 99709. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Rod Everett, Realty Specialist, at the 
address given above or telephone 907/ 
474-2365. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
following described public lands near 
Central, Alaska are being considered for 
lease to the State of Alaska for airport 
purposes under the Act of May 24, 1928, 
as amended (49 U.S.C., Appendix 211- 
213): 
Fairbanks Meridian, Alaska 
T.9N.,R.14E,, 

Sec. 26: Within SW %; 

Sec. 27: Within SE %. 

The area described contains 32.06 acres. 


The lands being considered will be 
leased to the State for the purpose of 
improving and expanding an existing 
landing strip. The subject lands are 
entirely surrounded by lands conveyed 
to private holders or the State of Alaska. 

The above described lands have been, 
and remain, segregated from all 
appropriation under the public land 
laws, including the mining laws but not 
the mineral leasing laws, subject to 
valid existing rights. The subject lands 
have been segregated by Air Navigation 
Site withdrawal (ANS 154), and 
selections by the State of Alaska (F- 
43788). 

For a period of 45 days from the date 
of this publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register, interested parties may 
submit comments to the District 
Manager at the above address. Any 
adverse comments will be reviewed by 
the State Director, who may vacate, 
sustain, or modify the realty action and 
issue a final determination. In the 
absence of any objections, the final 
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determination of the Department of the 
Interior will be made in accordance with 
this Notice. 


Dated: June 20, 1989. 
Jack C. Mellor, 


Associate District Manager, Steese/White - 
Mountains District. 


[FR Doc. 89-15443 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-JA-M 


[AZ-020-4212-11; AZA-23804] 


Arizona; Realty Action; Lease or 
Conveyance of Public Land for 
Recreation and Public Purposes 


The following public land near the 
town of Black Canyon City, Yavapai 
County, Arizona has been found 
suitable for lease or conveyance to the 
Yavapai County Board of Supervisors 
for use as a public park and will be so 
classified under the Recreation and 
Public Purposes Act, as amended (43 
U.S.C. 869 seq.): 


Gila and Salt River Meridian, Arizona 


T. 8N., R. 2E., 
Sec. 9, lot 2; 
Sec. 10, SW%NW'4NW %, W%W'SE% 
NW%4NW%. 


Containing 18.14 acres, more or less. 


The lands are not needed for federal 
purposes. Through the environmental 
assessment process, it has been 
determiend that the lease or conveyance 
of this land would not affect any BLM 
programs and would be in the public 
interest. 

The lease or conveyance would be 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Provisions of the Recreation and 
Public Purposes Act and to all 
applicable regulations of the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

2. A right-of-way for ditches and 
canals constructed by the authority of 
the United States. 

Upon publication of this Notice in the 
Federal Register, this land shall be 
segregated from ail forms of 
appropriation under the Public Land 
Laws, including the General Mining 
Laws, except for the lease or 
conveyance under the Recreation and 
Public Purposes Act. For a period of 45 
days from the date of publication of the 
Notice, interested persons may submit 
comments regarding the lease/ 
conveyance of classification of this land 
to the District Manager, Phoenix 
District, Bureau of Land Management, 
2015 West Deer Valley Road, Phoenix, 
Arizona 85027. Any objections will be 
reviewed by the State Director, who 
may sustain, vacate or modify this realty 


action. In the absence of any objections, 
this realty action will become the final 
determination of the Department of the 
Interior. Further information regarding 
this realty action can be obtained from 
the Phoenix Resource Area, Phoenix 
District (602) 863-4464. 

Dated: June 19, 1989. 
Henri R. Bisson, 
District Manager. 


[FR Doc. 89-15532 Filed 6-29-89;8:45am] 
BILLING CODE 4333-12-M 


[NM 010-3110-10-9202/GP9-0112] 


Realty Action; Exchange of Federal 
Minerais for Private Minerals in New 
Mexico 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Notice of realty action on 
proposed land exchange. 


summary: The following described 
Federal mineral estate which is located 
under private surface estate within 
Cibola, Valencia, Catron and Socorro 
Counties has been determined to be 
suitable for disposal by exchange under 
section 206 of the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act of 1976, 43 U.S.C. 
1716. 


New Mexico Principal Meridian 


T.4N., R.3 W., 
Section 24, NE%, S*. 
T.5N,R.3W., 
Section 18, Lots 1-4, E%2, E¥%e W*%; 
Section 20, N¥%, SW%. 
T.3N.,R.4W.,, 
Section 4, Lots 3, 4,S% NW %, SW; 
Section 22, All; 
Section 24, E%2. 
T.3N., R.6 W., 
Section 4, S% N%, S$. 
T.4N.,R.6 W., 
Section 10, All (O&G only); 
Section 12, NE%, N4% NW%, SE% NW% 
(O&G only); 
Section 24, NW% (O&G only). 
T.3N.,R.7 W., 
Section 4, SW%; 
Section 8, SE%; 
Section 10, E%; 
Section 14, All. 
T.4N.,R.7 W., 
Section 10, All; 
Section 12, All. 
T.1N., R.12 W., 
Section 3, Lots 1-4, S42 N%%, SW%:; 
Section 4, Lots 1-4, S% N%, S%; 
Section 7, Lots 1-4, E%, E%e W'2. 
T.3N., R. 14 W., 
Section 22, All; 
Section 23, All; 
Section 25, All; 
Section 26, N%; 
Section 35, All. 
T.2N., R. 15 W., 
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Section 10, All. 
T.2N., R.15 W., 
Section 11, All; 
Section 13, All; 
Section 14, All; 
Section 17, E% E'% (O&G only}, Wz, W% 
E%; 
Section 20, N%; 
Section 21, All; 
Section 23, All; 
Section 24, All; 
Section 25, All; 
Section 26, All; 
Section 28, N%z, SW%; 
Section 29, E4% SW%, SW% SW, SE%; 
Section 30, Lots 1, 3, NEY NW%; 
Section 34, E%; 
Section 35, All. 
T.9N., R.15 W., 
Section 10, All; 
Section 12, All. 


Containing 21,487.32 acres. 


In exchange for this Federal mineral 
estate, the United States has selected 
approximately 18,506.20 acres of 
privately-owned minerals within Cibola 
County in the El Malpais National 
Conservation Area and National 
Monument as listed below: 


New Mexico Principal Meridian 


T.6N., R. 11 W., 
Section 31, Lots 1-4, E%, E% W'; 
Section 33, All. 
T.6N., R. 12 W., 
Section 3, Lots 1-4, S142N%, $2; 
Section 11, All; 
Section 13, All; 
Section 15, All; 
Section 23, All; 
Section 25, All. 
T.7N., R. 12 W,; 
Section 29, All; 
Section 33, All. 
T.8N., R. 12 W., 
Section 5, Lots 1-4, S42N%, S%; 
Section 7, Lots 1-4, E%, E2ZW'; 
Section 17, All; 
Section 19, Lots 1-4, E42, E2W'2. 
T.7N., R. 13 W. 
Section 1, Lots 1-4, S4%2N%, S%; 
Section 3, Lots 1-4, S%N'%, S%; 
Section 11, All; 
Section 13, All. 
T.8N., R. 13 W,; 
Section 1, Lots 14, S44N%, S%; 
Section 11, All; 
Section 13, All; 
Section 15, All; 
Section 21, All. 
T. 8N., R.13 W., 
Section 23, All; 
Section 25, All; 
Section 27, All; 
Section 29, All; 
Section 33, All; 
Section 35, All. 


Upon completion of the final 
appraisal, the actual acreage exchanged 
will be adjusted to reflect equal values 
as much as possible. The purpose of the 
exchange is to consolidate Federal 
mineral ownership for the Federal 














government within El Malpais National 
Conservation Area (NCA) and National 
Monument (NM). This action is 
consistent with land ownership 
adjustments as set forth in the Record of 
Decision for the Rio Puerco Resource 
Management Plan (RMP) approved 
January 16, 1986 and the Socorro RMP 
approved February, 1989. 

The purpose of this Notice of Realty 
Action is twofold. First, this notice will 
provide a response period of forty-five 
(45) days during which public comments 
will be accepted regarding this exchange 
proposal. Secondly, this action as 
provided in 43 CFR 2201.1 (b), shall 
segregate the Federal minerals as 
described in this Notice, to the extent 
that they will not be subject to 
appropriation under mineral leasing and 
mining laws, subject to any prior valid 
rights. The segregative effect shall 
terminate either upon publication in the 
Federal Register of a termination of the 
segregation or two years from the date 
of this publication, whichever occurs 
first. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Detailed information concerning the 
exchange is available at the 
Albuquerque District Office, 435 
Montano NE., Albuquerque, New 
Mexico 87107. 

For a period of forty-five (45) days 
after publication of this Notice 
interested parties may submit comments 
to the District Manager at the above 
address. 


Dated: June 26, 1989. 
Patricia E. McLean, 
Associate District Manager. 
[FR Doc. 89-15474 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-FB-M 


[CO-942-09-4520-12] 


Colorado; Filing of Plats of Survey 


June 20, 1989. . 

The plats of survey of the following 
described land, will be officially filed in 
the Colorado State Office, Bureau of 
Land Management, Lakewood, 
Colorado, effective 10:00 a.m., June 20, 
1989. 

The plat representing the dependent 
resurvey of portions of the south 
boundary and subdivisional lines and 
Tracts 37 and 38, and the subdivision of 
section 32, T. 2. S., R. 101 W., Sixth 
Principal Meridian, Colorado, Group No. 
855, was accepted May 31, 1989. 

The plat representing the dependent 
resurvey of portions of the north and 
west boundaries, the subdivisional lines, 
and a portion of the subdivision of 
section 5, the subdivision of certain 
sections, and the metes-and-bounds 
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survey in section 5, T. 1 N., R. 101 W., 
Sixth Principal Meridian, Colorado, 
Group No. 851, was accepted June 9, 
1989. 

The plat representing the dependent 
resurvey of a portion of the 
subdivisional lines, T. 8 N., R. 95° W., 
sixth Principal Meridian, Colorado, 
Group No. 835, was accepted June 1, 
1989, 

The plat representing the dependent 
resurvey of a portion of the 
subdivisional lines and the subdivision 
of section 26, Fractional T. 12 N., R. 87 
W., Sixth Principal Meridian, Colorado, 
Group No. 837, was accepted June 1, 
1989. 

The plat representing the corrective 
dependent resurvey of a portion of the 
subdivisional lines and the corrective 
survey of the subdivision of sections 2, 
3, and 10,-T. 2 S., R. 74.W., Sixth 
Principal Meridian, Colorado, Group No. 
694, was accepted June 9, 1989. 

These surveys were executed to meet 
certain administrative needs of this 
Bureau. 

The plat representing the dependent 
resurvey of a portion of the 
subdivisional lines of H.E.S. No. 51, T. 6 
S., R. 74 W., Sixth Principal Meridian, 
Colorado, Group No. 897, was accepted 
June-12, 1989. 

The plat representing the dependent 
resurvey of portions of the Eighth 
Standard Parallel North (south 
boundary), T. 33 N., R. 5 E., west 
boundary, and subdivisional lines, and 
the subdivision of section 6, T. 32 N., R. 
5 E., New Mexico Principal Meridian, 
Colorado, Group No. 846, was accepted 
June 1, 1989. 

The plat representing the dependent 
resurvey of portions of the east 
boundary of the Tierra Amarilla Grant 
(from Mile Corner Number 38+ 25.84 to 
Mile corner Number 42), the Eighth 
Standard Parallel North (south 
boundary), T. 33 N., R.4 E., and the 
subdivisional lines, the completion 
survey of sections 2, 3, 10, and 11, and 
the subdivision of sections 1 and 2, 
Fractional T. 32 N., R. 4 E., New Mexico 
Principal Meridian, Colorado, Group No. 
846, was accepted June 1, 1989. 

The plat representing the corrective 
dependent resurvey of a portion of the 
subdivisional lines, T. 4 S., R. 73 W., 
Sixth Principal Meridian, Colorado, 
Group No. 690, was accepted May 31, 
1989. 

These surveys were executed to meet 
certain administrative needs of the 
Forest Service. 

All inquiries about this land should be 
sent to the Colorado State Office, 
Bureau of Land Management, 2850 
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Youngfield Street, Lakewood, Colorado, 
80215. 

Gary L. Gibson, 

Acting Chief, Cadastral Survey for Colorado. 
[FR Doc. 89-15466 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-JB-M 


Bureau of Reclamation 
[INT-DES-89-7] 


Westiands Water District Water Supply 
Replacement Project, Alameda 
County, CA (Formerly Delta-Mendota 
Canal/California Aqueduct Project— 
Westlands Intertie Project) 


AGENCY: Bureau of Reclamation, 
Interior. 

ACTION: Extension of comment period on 
the draft environmental impact report/ 
environmental impact statement (DEIR/ 
DEIS). 


SUMMARY: The comment period for the 
Westlands Water District Water Supply 
Project Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) has been extended to July 3, 1989, 
at the request of the Environmental 
Protection Agency. Comments on the 
DEIS may be submitted in writing to the 
Regional Director, Bureau of 
Reclamation, Mid-Pacific Region, 
Attention: MP-410, 2800 Cottage Way, 
Sacramento, California 95825-1898. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. John Brooks (Environmental 
Specialist, Mid-Pacific Region, MP-410, 
2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento, 
California 95825), telephone (916) 978- 
5049; or Mr. Lance Johnson (Project 
Engineer, Westlands Water District, 
3130 Fresno Street, Fresno, California 
93703), telephone (209) 224-1642. 

Dated: June 26, 1989. 
Joe D. Hall, 
Deputy Commissioner. 
[FR Doc. 89-15475 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-09-M 





Fish and Wildlife Service 


Availability of an Environmental 
Assessment and Finding of No 
Significant Impact for Issuance of a 
Right of Way Permit to North Carolina 
Department of Transportation to 
Provide Access to Pea Island National 
Wildlife Refuge to Provide Protection 
to the South End of the Herbert C. 
Bonner Bridge and North Carolina 
Highway 12, Dare County, NC. 


AGENCY: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Notice. 
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SUMMARY: This Notice advises the 
public that an Environmental 
Assessment and Finding of No 
Significant Impact for issuance of a 
Right-of-Way Permit to allow 
construction of bridge protection 
measures on Pea Island National 
Wildlife Refuge (Refuge) has been 
signed and made available to the public 
as of June 20, 1989. The U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (Service) issued the 
permit to the North Carolina Department 
of Transportation to construct a 
revetment and an attached terminal 
groin and to conduct beach nourishment 
on the north end of the Refuge. This 
Permit includes conditions which make 
the project acceptable to the Service. 
The permit provides access to Refuge 
lands and waters, allows Refuge lands 
to be utilized for equipment and 
materials storage, and includes approval 
to obtain needed access to required 
work areas. 

A number of alternatives, including 
“no action”, were considered. 
DATES: The permit was issued on June 
20, 1989. 
ADDRESS: Comments should be 
addressed to: Regional Director, U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service, 75 Spring 
Street, SW., Atlanta, Georgia 30303. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
L.K. Mike Gantt, Field Supervisor, U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service, P.O. Box 
33726, Raleigh, North Carolina, 27636— 
3726; Commercial (919} 856-4520 or FTS 
672-4520. 

Dated: June 21, 1989. 
James W. Pulliam, Jr., 


Regional Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service. 


[FR Doc. 89-15458 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-AN-M 


INTERNATIONAL BOUNDARY AND 
WATER COMMISSION 


international Agreement for 
Improvement of Quality of Waters of 
Rio Grande at Laredo, Texas-Nuevo 
Laredo, Tamaulipas; Finding of No 
Significant Impact 


AGENCY: United States Section, 
International Boundary and Water 
Commission, United States and Mexico. 
ACTION: Notice of finding of no 
significant impact. 


SUMMARY: Based on an environmental 
assessment, the U.S. Section finds that 
the proposed action that the United 
States Government enter into an 
agreement with the Government of 
Mexico through the International 
Boundary and Water Commission 


(Commission) to provide for a jointly 
funded project to improve the quality of 
the waters of the Rio Grande at Laredo, 
Texas and Nuevo Laredo, Tamaulipas is 
not a major federal action that would 
have a significant adverse effect on the 
quality of the human environment. 
Therefore, pursuant to section 102(2}(C) 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969; the Council on 
Environmental Quality Final 
Regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 
1508); and the U.S. Section’s Operational 
Procedures for Implementing Section 102 
of NEPA, published in the Federal 
Register September 2, 1981 (46 FR 
44083): the U.S. Section hereby gives 
notice that an environmental impact 
statement will not be prepared for the 
proposed project. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. M.R. Ybarra, U.S. Section Secretary, 
International Boundary and Water 
Commission, United States and Mexico, 
U.S. Section, 4171 North Mesa Street, C- 
310, El Paso, Texas 79902. Telephone: 
915/534-6698, FTS 570-6698. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Proposed Action 


The action proposed is that the United 
States Government enter into an 
agreement with the Government of 
Mexico through the Commission to 
provide for a jointly funded project to 
improve the quality of the waters of the 
Rio Grande at Laredo, Texas and Nuevo 
Laredo, Tamaulipas. The agreement 
provides for the jointly funded 
construction of a riverside interceptor 
and associated sewage collection 
system and international wastewater 
treatment plant. The United States will 
share in the operation and maintenance 
of the facilities. The project would stop 
the discharge of untreated sewage into 
the Rio Grande from Nuevo Laredo. 


Alternatives Considered 


Three alternatives were considered: 

The Proposed Action Alternative. This 
alternative provides for construction of 
a riverside interceptor and associated 
sewage collection system and 
international wastewater treatment 
plant jointly funded by the United States 
and Mexico to handle the estimated 
sewage load generated by the Mexican 
city to the year 2000. The construction of 
the riverside interceptor and associated 
sewage collection system and the 
international wastewater treatment 
plant and their operation and 
maintenance will be under the 
supervision of the Commission and 
under the jurisdiction of the Mexican 
Section of the Commission. Other 
aspects of this alternative would require 
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Mexico to prevent the discharge of 
untreated industrial wastewaters into 
the Rio Grande as well as discharge into 
the sewage collection system 

The Treatment in the United States 
Alternative. Under this alternative, an 
international wastewater treatment 
plant would be constructed in the 
United States to handle the sewage load 
from Nuevo Laredo. A costly river 
crossing pipeline would be required. 
There would be the threat of washout 
from high flows that could result in 
serious pollution problems. The cost of 
construction of a treatment plant in the 
United States would be much greater 
than construction in Mexico. Finally, 
there are no assurances that all the 
sewage would be properly collected on 
the Mexican side since a plant on the 
United States side would not provide 
the opportunity of strong direct 
supervision of the collection system in 
Mexico through the Commission. 

The No Action Alternative. Under this 
alternative, the discharge of untreated 
sewage into the Rio Grande would 
continue. There is a likelihood that 
future discharge points would be located 
upstream of the Laredo, Texas, water 
treatment plant. The volume of collected 
sewage is expected to increase in the 
future. : 

Elevated bacterial levels are evident 
in the waters of the Rio Grande about 40 
miles downstream where the cities of 
San Ygnacio, Texas and San Ignacio, 
Tamaulipas obtain their domestic water 
supplies. The recreational values of the 
Falcon Reservoir are further diminished. 
The continued threst of pollution of 
Falcon Reservoir has a serious impact. 
There is also a likelihood of greater 
discharges without a joint project. 
Finally, there would be no assurances 
that Mexico would rehabilitate its 
sewage collection system. The result 
could be the spread of communicable 
diseases from that Mexican city into the 
United States which would seriously 
affect the service and tourism 
economies in both cities. 


Environmental Assessment 


The U.S. Section completed the Draft 
Environments! Assessment for the 
proposed agreement on June 15, 1989, 
and it is currently available for review 
and comment. 


Finding of the Environmental 
Assessment 


The Draft Environmental Assessment 
finds that the proposed action at Nuevo 
Laredo does not constitute a major 
federal action which would cause a 
significant local, regional, or national 
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adverse impact on the environment 
based on the following: 

1. The agreement would assure the 
earliest possible termination of 
discharge of untreated sewage from 
Nuevo Laredo and provide secondary 
treatment prior to discharge into fhe 
river. 

2. The agreement would provide the 
United States Government assurances 
for the proper construction, operation, 
and maintenance of the sewage 
collection, the interceptor, and treatment 
works in Mexico. 

3. The agreement would provide the 
United States Government assurances 
that the more stringent United States 
surface water quality standards are 
achieved. Tt would also assure that no 
unsafe waters would be diverted in this 
reach of the Rio Grande. 

4. The agreement would preserve the 
water quality of Falcon Reservoir and 
would avoid adverse impacts to 1.5 
million people and 1.2 million acres of 
irrigated farmlands downstream in both 
countries. 

5. The agreement would reduce the 
threat of the spread of diseases 
attribuied to contamination of water 
supplies in the area. 

6. The agreement would significantly 
reduce potential detrimental economic 
impacts associated with drops in the 
tourism industry that could be 
associated with public health problems 
related to contamination of the Rio 
Grande. 

7. The well-being of the people living 
and traveling in the Laredo/Nuevo 
Laredo area would be i 

8. The improved sewage collection 
and treatment facilities in the Mexican 
city would benefit the growing 
maquiladora industry in Nuevo Laredo, 
which in turn has benefited the 
economies of Mexico and the United — 
States; 

9. The reduction in pollution in the 
area would have a beneficial effect on 
fish and wildlife including endangered 
and threatened species that might be 
found in the area. 

10. The construction of works, entirely 
within Mexico, would not affect cultural 
resources in the United States listed an 
or proposed for nomination to both the 
National Register of Historic Places and 
the National Registry of Natural 
Landmarks. 


Qn the basis of the Draft 
Environments] Assessment, the U.S. 
Section has determined that an 
environmental impact statement is net 
required for the United States 
Government to enter into an agreement 
with the Government of Mexico to 
provide for a jointly funded project te 
improve the quality of the waters of the 


Rio Grande at Laredo, ‘Texas and Nuevo 
Laredo, Tamaulipas and 

provides notice .of a finding of no 
significant impact. 

An environmental impact statement 
will not be prepared unless additional 
information which may affect this 
decision is brought to our attention 
within thirty (30) days.of the date of this 
Notice. 

The Draft Environmental Assessment 
and Draft finding of no significant 
impact have been forwarded to the 
Environmental Protection and 
various Federal, State, and local 
agencies and interested parties. A 
limited number of copies of these 
documents are available to fill single 
copy requests at ‘fhe above address. 
Suzette Zaboroski, 

Staff Counsel. 

Date: June 19, 1989. 

[FR Doc. 89-15440 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45.am] 
BILLING CODE 4710-03-M 





INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


[Section 5a Application No. 91; Amdt. 2*] 


Wyoming Trucking Association, Inc.; 
Agreement 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION: Notice of decision and request 
for comment. 


SUMMARY: Wyoming Trucking 
Association, Inc. (Association) has filed, 
under section 14(e) of the Motor Carrier 
Act of 1980 (MCA), an application for 
approval of its ratemaking agreement 
under 49 1.S.C. 10706[b). Since 
modifications are required before the 
agreement receives final approval, and 
because mew and complex questions are 
whether the 


the Commission solicits public comment 
on its interpretation and application of 
specific rate bureau provisions. 

DATES: Comments from interested 
persons are due on July 31, 1989. Replies 
are due 15 days thereafter. 

ADDRESSES: An original and 10 copies, if 
possible, of comments referring to - 
section ‘5a Application No. 91 should be 
sent ‘to: Office of fhe Secretary, Case 
Control Branch, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, DC 20423. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION ‘CONTACT: 
Samuel S. Tayler, Jr., (202) 275-7181 


or 
Richard Felder, (202) 275-7691 


1 Section ‘5 was recodified as section 10706. 


[TDD for ‘hearing impaired: (202) 275- 
1721.] 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: We have 
provisionally approved the 
Association's agreement as consistent 
with 49 U.S.C. 10706(b) and Motor 
Carrier Rate Bureaus—Imp. P.L. 96-296, 
364 I.C.C. 464 (1980) and 364 LC.C. 921 
(1981) (Rate Bureau), subject to certain 
conditions and modifications in the 
following subject areas: identification 
and description of member ca-riers; 
right of independent action; rate bureau 
protests; employee docketing; open 
meetings; final disposition of cases; and 
zone of rate freedom and released rates. 
We have also offered comments and 
imposed requiremetns concerning the 
agreement generally. The Association 
has been directed to file a revised 
agreement conforming to the imposed 
conditions within 120 days after service 
of the decision, and to comply with the 
required revisions pending final 
approval. 


In light of the complexity of 
interpretation involved in determining 
whether the agreement is consistent 
with the MCA and Rate Bureau, we 
request applicant and other interested 
parties to comment on our interpretation 
of the controlling statutory and 
administrative criteria generally, and 
their application to the Association's 
agreement. 

A copy of any comments filed with 
the Commission must also be served on 
the Association, which will have 15 
days from the expiration of the comment 
period to reply. These comments will be 
considered in conjunction with our 
review of the modifications that the 
Association must submit to the 
Commissicn as a condition precedent to 
final approval of its agreement. 

Copies of the Association's proposed 
amended agreement are available fer 
public inspection and copying at the 
Office of the Secretary, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Washington, 
DC 20423, and from the Association's 
representative: Sharon Nichols, P.O. Box 
1909, ‘Casper, WY 82601. 

This action will not significantly affect 
either the quality of the human 
environment or the conservation of 
energy resources. 

Additional information is contained in 
the Commission's decision. To obtain a 
copy of the full decision, write to, call, 
or pick up in person from: Office of the 
Secretary, Room 2215, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Washington, 
DC 20433. Telephone: (202) 275-7428. 
[Assistance for the hearing impaired is 
available thorugh TDD services {202) 
275-1721.] 
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Authority: 49 U.S.C. 10321 and 10706 and 5 
U.S.C. 553. 


Decided: June 22, 1989. 


By the Commission, Chairman Gradison, 
Vice Chairman Simmons, Commissioners 
André, Lamboley, and Phillips. 


Noreta R. McGee, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 89-15515 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[Ex Parte No. MC-177; MC-C-30090] 


National industrial Transportation 
League; Petition for a Declaratory 
Order on Negotiated Motor Common 
Carrier Rates 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 


ACTION: Notice of policy clarification. 


SUMMARY: The Commission has 
reopened Ex Parte No. MC-177: (1) To 
clarify that it has primarily jurisdiction 
over unreasonable practice issues in 
negotiated rates cases; that its 
unreasonable practice determinations 
are thus binding; and that its 
determinations are subject to judicial 
review only to determine that they are 
not arbitrary or capricious; and (2) to 
announce that it will accept negotiated 
rates cases without court referrals. The 
Commission will continue to handle 
negotiated rates cases on a case-by-case 
basis and has held the petition in No. 
MC-C-30090 in abeyance pending 
— with the measures taken 
ere. 


DATES: The Commission’s decision is 
effective June 29, 1989. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard B. Felder, (202) 275-7691 

or 
Suzanne O'Malley (202) 275-7292 
[TDD for hearing impaired: (202) 275- 

1721.} 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Additional information is contained in 
the Commission's decision. To purchase 
a copy of the full decision, write to, call, 
or pick up in person from: Dynamic 
Concepts, Inc., Room 2229, Interstate 
Commerce Commission Building, 
Washington, DC 20423. Telephone: (202) 
289-4357 /4359. (Assistance for the 
hearing impaired is available through 
TDD services (202) 275-1721.) 

This action will not significantly affect 
the quality of the human environment or 
energy conservation. 

This notice is issued pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 553, and 49 U.S.C. 10321 and 
10701(a). 

Decided: June 14, 1989. 


By the Commission, Chairman Gradison, 
Vice Chairman Simmons, Commissioners 
Andre, Lamboley, and Phillips. 
Commissioners Andre and Phillips 
commented with separate expressions. 
Chairman Gradison dissented in part with a 
separate expression. 

Noreta R. McGee, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 89-15513 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


intent to Engage in Compensated 
intercorporate Hauling Operations 


This is to provide notice as required 
by 49 U.S.C. 10524(b)(1) that the named 
corporations intend to provide or use 


compensated intercorporate hauling 


operations as authorized in 49 U.S.C. 

10524(b). 

1. Parent corporation and address of 
principal office: 

Giant Industries Inc., d/b/a TransWest 
Tanklines, 7227 North 16th Street, 
Phoenix, Arizona 85968. 

2. Wholly-owned subsidiaries which 
will participate in the operations, and 
State(s) of Incorporation: 

a. Giant Industries Inc., d/b/a Giant 
Refining Co.—an Arizona corporation. 

b. Ciniza Pipe Line Inc—a New Mexico 
corporation; 

c. Ciniza Production Company Inc.—a 
New Mexico corporation. 

Noreta R. McGee, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 89-15459 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[Docket No. AB-320X] 


Upper Merion and Plymouth Railroad 
Co., Abandonment Exemption in 


Montgomery County, PA 


Applicant has filed a notice of 
exemption under 49 CFR 1152 Subpart 
F—Exempt Abandonments to abandon 
its 1.23-mile line of railroad between the 
intersection of its Tracks Nos. 3 and 5 on 
the property of Keystone Coke Company 
at or near River Road and a point 450 
feet west of Flint Hill Road (end of the 
line), in Upper Merion Township, 
Montgomery County, PA. 

Applicant has certified that: (1) No 
local traffic has moved over the line for 
at least 2 years; (2) any overhead traffic 
on the line can be rerouted over other 
lines; and (3) no formal complaint filed 
by a user of rail service on the line (or a 
State or local government entity acting 
on behalf of such user) regarding 
cessation of service over the line either 
is pending with the Commission or with 
any U.S. District Court or has been 
decided in favor of the complainant 
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within the 2-year period. The 
appropriate State agency has been 
notified in writing at least 10 days prior 
to the filing of this notice. 

As a condition to use of this 
exemption, any employee affected by 
the abandonment shall be protected 
under Oregon Short Line R. Co.— 
Abandonment—Goshen, 360 I.C.C. 91 
(1979). To address whether this 
condition adequately protects affected 
employees, a petition for partial 
revocation under 49 U.S.C. 10505(d) 
must be filed. 

Provided no formal expression of 
intent to file an offer of financial 
assistance has been received, this 
exemption will be effective on July 30, 
1989 (unless stayed pending 
reconsideration). Petitions to stay that 
do not involve environmental issues, ' 
formal expressions of intent to file an 
offer of financial assistance under 49 
CFR 1152.27(c)(2),? and trail use/rail 
banking statements under 49 CFR 
1152.29 must be filed by July 10, 1989.° 
Petitions for reconsideration and 
requests for public use conditions under 
49 CFR 1152.28 must be filed by July 20, 
1989, with: Office of the Secretary Case 
Control Branch, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, DC 20423. 

A copy of any petition filed with the 
Commission should be sent to 
applicant's representative: Fritz R. Kahn, 
Esq., Verner, Liipfert, Bernhard, 
McPherson and Hand, Chartered, Suite 
700, The McPherson Bldg., 901 15th 
Street, NW, Washington, DC 20005-2301. 

If the notice of exemption is void ab 
initio. 

Applicant has filed an environmental 
report which addresses environmental 
or energy impacts, if any, from this 
abandonment. 

The Section of Energy and 
Environment (SEE) will prepare an 
environmental assessment (EA). SEE 
will issue the EA by July 10, 1989. 
Interested persons may obtain a copy of 
the EA from SEE by writing to it (Room 


1 A stay will be routinely issued by the 
Commission in those proceedings where an 
informed decision on environmental issues (whether 
raised by a party or by the Section of Energy and 
Environment in its independent investigation) 
cannot be made prior to the effective date of the 
notice of exemption. See Exemption of Out-of- 
Service Rail Lines, 4 .C.C.2d 400 (1988). Any entity 
seeking a stay involving environmental! concerns is 
encouraged to file its request as soon as possible in 
order to permit this Commission to review and act 
on the request before the effective date of this 
exemption. 

2 See Exempt. of Rail Abandonment—Offers of 
Finan. Assist., 4 1.C.C.2d 164 (1987), and final rules 
published in the Federal Register on December 22, 
1987 (52 FR 48440-48446). 

3 The Commission will accept a late-filed trail use 
statement so long as it retains jurisdiction te do so. 
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3219, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, DC 20423) or by calling 
Elaine Kaiser, Acting Chief, SEE at (202) 
275-7684. Comments on environmental 
and enengy concerns must be filed 
within 15 days after the EA becomes 
available to the public. 

Environmental, public use, or trail 
use/rail banking conditions will be 
imposed, where appropriate, in a 
subsequent decision. 

Decided: June 26, 1989. 

‘By the Commission, Jane F. Mackall, 
Director, Office of Proceedings. 

Noreta R. McGee, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 89-15460 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 ami] 
BILLING CODE 7095-01-m 


[Docket No. AB-290 (Sub-No. 58X)] 


Norfolk and Western Co:; 
Abandonment Exemption; in Todedo, 
OH 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 
ACTION: Notice of exemption. 


SUMMARY: The Interstate Commerce 
Commission exempts from ‘the prior 
approval requirements of 49 U.S.C. 
10903-10904 the abandonment by 
Norfolk and Western Railway Company 
of a 0.61-mile portion of its Cherry Street 
Branch extending between milepost T- 
0.00 and milepost T-0.61, in Toledo, QH, 
subject to standard labor protective 
conditions. 

DATES: Provided no formal expression of 

intent to file an offer of financial 

assistance has been received, this 

exemption will be effective on August 1, 

1989. Formal expressions of intent to file 

and offer! of financial assistance under 

49 CFR 1152.27(c){(2) must be filed by 

July 10, 1989, petitions to stay must be 

filed by fuly 17, 1989, and petitions for 

reconsideration must be filed by July 27, 

1989. Requests for a public use condition 

must be filed by July 10, 1989. 

ADDRESSES: Send ings referring to 

Docket No. AB-290 [Sub-No. 58X) to: 

(1) Office of the Secretary, Case Control 
Branch, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, DC 20423 

(2) Petitioner's representative: Roger A. 
Petersen, Norfolk Southem 
Corporation, Three Commercial Place, 
Norfolk, VA 23510-2191 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 


Joseph H. Dettmar, (202) 275-7245 


' See Exempt..of Rail Abandonment—Offers of 
Finan. Assist., 41:C:C.2d 164 ,[1987), and final rules 
published in the Federal Register ‘on ‘Deceniber ‘22, 
1987 (52 FR 48440-48446). 


(TDD for hearing impaired: (202) 275- 

1721) 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Additional information is contained in 
the Commission's decision. To purchase 
a copy of the full decision, write to, call, 
or pick up in person from: Dynamic 
Concepts, Inc., Room 2229, Interstate 
Commerce ‘(Commission Building, 
Washington, DC 20423. Telephone: (202) 
289-4357 /4359. (Assistance ‘for the 
hearing impaired is available through 
TDD services (202) :275-1721.). 

Decided: June 23, 1989. 

By fhe Commission, Chairman Gradison, 
Vice Chairman Simmons, Commissioners 
Andre, Lamboley, and Phillips. 

Noreta R. McGee, 

Secretary. 

JFR Doc. €9-15514 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-03-41 


[Finance Docket No. 31474] 


Central Railroad Co. of Indianapolis; 
Trackage Rights Exemption 


Norfolk and Western Railroad 
Company (NW) has agreed to grant 
trackage rights to Central Railroad 
Company of Indianapolis (Central) over 
@1.24-line of railroad in Tipton, IN, 
between milepost I-41.0 and milepost I- 
39:76, ata point where fhe affected line 
connects with NW’s east/west line that 
runs between Cincinnati, OH, and 
Decatur, TL. The trackage rights will 
become effective on July 1, 1989, or 
when the Commission grants a petition 
for exemption in Finance Decket No. 
31470, Central Railroad Company of 
Iadiaaapolis—Lease and Operatian 
Exemption—Line of the Norfolk.and 
Western Railway Company and the 
lease is consummated, whichever date is 
later. 

This notice is filed under 49 CFR 
1180.2(d)(7). Petitions ‘to revoke the 
exemption under 49 U.S.C. 10505(d) may 
be filed at any time. The filing of a 
petition to revoke will not stay the 
transaction. Pleadings must be filed with 
the Commission and served on: Thomas 
W. Ambler, Norfolk Southern 
Corporation, Three Commercial Place, 
Norfolk, VA 23510-2191. 

As a condition to the use of this 
exemption, any employees affected by 
the trackage rights will be protected 
pursuant to Worfolk and Western Ry. 
Co.—Trackage Rights—BN, 354, 1.C.C. 
605 (1978), as modified by Mendacino 
Coast Ry,, lac.—Lease and Operate, 360 
1.C.C. 653 (1980). 


Dated: June 27, 1989. 
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By the Commission, Jane F. Mackall, 
Director, Office of Proceedings. 
Noreta 'R. McGee, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 89-15627 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-™ 


[Docket No. AB-290 (Sub-No. 68)] 





The Commission has issued a 
certificate of interim trail use er 
abandonment [CITU) authorizing 
Norfolk and Western Railway Company 
(N&W) to abandon its 9.1 mile rail line 
‘between St. Marys (milepost SM-1:0) 
and Minster (milepost SM-10.1) in 
Auglaize County, OH. The CITU 
authorizes N&W to discontinue service 
and salvage track and track materials 30 
days after this publication or abandon 
the line if an interim trail use agreement 
is not reached within 180 days, unless 
the Commission also finds that: (1) A 
financially person has 
offered financial assistance (through 
subsidy or purchase) to enable the rail 
service to be continued; and (2) it is 
likely that the assistance would fully 
compensate the railroad. 

Any financial assistance offer must be 
filed with the Commission and the 
applicant no later than 10 days rom 
publication of this Notice. The following 
notation shail be typed in bold face on 
the lower left-hand corner of the 
envelope containing fhe offer: “Rail 
section, AB—OFA.” Any offer previously 
made must be remade within this 10-day 
period. 

Information and procedures regarding 
financial assistance for continued rail 
service are contained in 49 U.S.C. 10905 
and 49 CFR 1152. 

Noreta R. McGee, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 89-15397 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am| 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 





DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Labor Advisary Committee for Trade 
Negotiations and Trade Policy; 
Meeting 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463 as amended), notice is hereby 
given of a meeting of the Steering 
Subcommittee for the Labor Advisory 
Committee for Trade Negotiations and 
Trade Policy. 
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Date, time and place: July 11, 1989, 9:30 
a.m., Rm. $4215 B&C Frances Perkins, 
Department of Labor Building, 200 
Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20210 

Purpose: To discuss trade negotiations 
and trade policy of the United States. 
This meeting will be closed under the 

authority of section 10(d) of the Federal 

Advisory Committee Act and 5 U.S.C. 

552(c}(1). The Committee will hear and 

discuss sensitive and confidential 

matters concerning U.S. trade 
negotiations and trade policy. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Fernand Lavallee, Director, Labor 

Advisory Committee Group, Phone: (202) 

523-2752 
Signed at Washington, DC, this 22nd day of 

June. 

Leonard Bierman, 

cting Deputy Under Secretary International 

Affairs. 

[FR Doc. 89-15444 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4510-28-M 


Petitioner (union/workers/firm) 


A.O. Smith, Electrical Products Co. (IBEW) 
orkers) 


[FR Doc. 89-15501 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M 


Baroid Corp.; investigations Regarding 
Certifications of Eligibility To Apply for 
Worker Adjustment Assistance; 
Correction 


In the matter of TA-W-22, 876, 
Headquarters, Houston, Texas; TA-W-22, 


Employment and Training 
Administration 


investigations Regarding 
Certifications 
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The petitioners or any other persons 
showing a substantial interest in the 
subject matter of the investigations may 
request a public hearing, provided such 


of Eligibility To Apply for request is filed in writing with the 


Worker Adjustment Assistance 


Petitions have been filed with the 
Secretary of Labor under section 221 (a) 
of the Trade Act of 1974 (“the Act”) and 
are identified in the Appendix to this 
notice. Upon receipt of these petitions, 
the Director of the Office of Trade 
Adjustment Assistance, Employment 
and Training Administration, has 
instituted investigations pursuant to 
section 221 (a) of the Act. 


The purpose of each of the 
investigations is to determine whether 
the workers are eligible to apply for 
adjustment assistance under Title II, 
Chapter 2, of the Act. The investigations 
will further relate, as appropriate, to the 
determination of the date on which total 
or partial separations began or 
threatened to begin and the subdividion 
of the firm involved. 


APPENDIX 


6/19/89 
6/19/89 


6/19/89 


6/19/89 
6/19/89 
6/19/89 
6/19/89 
6/19/89 
6/19/89 
6/19/89 
6/19/89 
6/19/89 
6/19/89 


6/19/89 
6/19/89 
6/19/83 
6/19/89 
6/19/89 
6/19/89 
6/19/89 
6/19/89 
6/19/89 


6/19/89 
6/19/89 


877, Atlas Division, Houston, Texas; TA-W- 
22, 878, Baroid Division, Houston, Texas; TA- 
W-22, 879, Mwd Division, Houston, Texas; 
TA-W-22, 880, Shaffer Division, Houston, 
Texas; TA-W-22, 881, Sperry-Sun Drilling 


Baroid Logging Systems HQ., Houston, Texas. 


This notice corrects the date of 
petition and date received for the 


Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance, at the address shown below, 
not later than July 10, 1982. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments regarding the 
subject matter of the investigations to 
the Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance, at the address shown below, 
not later than July 10, 1989. 


The petitions filed in this case are 
available for inspection at the Office of 
the Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance, Emplyment and Training 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Labor, 601 D Street, NW., Washington, 
DC 20213. 


Signed at Washington, DC, this 19th day of 
June 1989. 


Marvin M. Fooks, 


Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance. 


6/6/89 
5/15/89 


5/15/89 


6/2/89 
5/31/89 
5/31/89 

6/1/89 

6/1/89 
5/31/89 
5/28/89 

6/1/89 
5/24/89 

6/7/89 


5/30/89 
6/1/89 
6/1/89 
6/2/89 

5/28/89 
6/1/89 
6/1/89 

5/30/89 

5/30/89 


6/1/89 
5/24/89 


subject petition numbers published on 
May 19, 1989 in the Federal Register in 
the Appendix of FR Document 89-12067 
on page 21684. 

In lines 3 through 9 of the Appendix 
the petition date is corrected to read “1/ 
31/89” instead of “4/20/89” and the date 
received is corrected to read “2/6/89” 
instead of “5/8/89”. Signed at 











Washington, DC, this 22nd day of June 
1989. 


Marvin M. Fooks, 

Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR Doc. 89-15445 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M 


[TA-W-22,724] 


C.D.R. Footwear, incorporated, Keene, 
New Hampshire; Negative 
Determination Regarding Application 
for Reconsideration 


By an application dated June 2, 1989 
the company requested administrative 
reconsideration of the subject petition 
for trade adjustment assistance. The 
denial notice was signed on May 25, 
1989 and will be published soon in the 
Federal Register. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.18(c) 
reconsideration may be granted under 
the following circumstances: 

(1) If it appears on the basis of facts 
not previously considered that the 
determination complained of was 
erroneous; 

(2) if it appears that the determination 
complained of was based on a mistake 
in the determination of facts not 
previously considered; or 

(3) if, in the opinion of the Certifying 
Officer, a misinterpretation of facts or of 
the law justified reconsideration of the 
decision. 

The company claims that there has 
been an eroding market and sales base 
for the past six years. The company 
stated that the time frame of 1987 and 
1988 is not the total issue and that the 
damage began five to six years ago 
ending with the closure of the plant on 
April 3, 1989. 

Workers at C.D.R. Footwear in Keene 
produced leather work and outdoor 
footwear. Investigation findings show 
that the increased import criterion for 
work footwear was not met. U.S. 
aggregate imports of work footwear 
decreased absolutely and relative to 
domestic production in 1988 compared 
to 1987. U.S. imports of nonrubber 
footwear decreased in January 1989 
compared to January 1988. 

Declines in sales, production and 
employment five to six years ago are out 
of scope for the current investigation. 
Section 223(b)(1) of the Trade Act states 
that workers cannot be certified eligible 
to apply for adjustment assistance for 
layoffs prior to one year of the date of 
the petition. The date. of the subject 
petition is March 18, 1989. 


Conclusion 


After review of the application and 
investigative findings, I conclude that 
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there has been no error or 
misinterpretation of the law of the facts 
which would justify reconsideration of 
the Department of Labor's prior 
decision. Accordingly, the application is 
denied. 


Signed at Washington, DC, this 21st day of 
June 1989. 
Stephen A. Wandner, 
Deputy Director, Office of Legislation and 
Actuarial Services, UIS. 
[FR Doc. 89-15446 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M 


[TA-W-22,382] 


Johnson and Johnson Dental Care, 
East Windsor, New Jersey; Amended 
Certification Regarding Eligibility To 
Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance 


In accordance with section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 (19 USC 2273) the 
Department of Labor issued a 
Certification of Eligibility To Apply for 
Worker Adjustment Assistance on 
March 30, 1989 applicable to all workers 
of Johnson and Johnson Dental Care, 
East Windsor, New Jersey. 

Based on additional information from 
the company, additional production 
workers were laid off after the February 
3, 1989 termination date. Final closing is 
scheduled to occur in late 1989. The 
notice, therefore, is amended by deleting 
the February 3, 1989 termination date set 
in the initial certification. 

The amended notice applicable to 
TA-W-22,382 is hereby issued as 
follows: 


All workers of Johnson and Johnson Dental 
Care, East Windsor, New Jersey who became 
totaily or partially separated from 
employment on or after December 12, 1987 
are eligible to apply for adjustment 
assistance under Section 223 of the Trade Act 
of 1974. 

Signed at Washington, DC, this 20th day of 
June 1989. 

Barbara A. Farmer, 


Director, Office of Program Management, 
UIS. 


[FR Doc. 89-15447 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M 


[TA-W-22,406] 


Muskogee Inspection Co., Muskogee, 
OK; Affirmative Determination 
Regarding Application for 
Reconsideration 


The company requested 
administrative reconsideration of the 
Department.of Labor's Notice of 
Negative Determination Regarding 
Eligibility to Apply for Worker 
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Adjustment Assistance for workers and 
former workers of Muskogee Inspection 
Company, Muskogee, Oklahoma. The 
negative determination was issued on 
March 30, 1989 and published in the 
Federal Register on April 25, 1989 (54 FR 
17839). 

On May 23, 1989, the company 
requested administrative 
reconsideration because it claims its 
services are fully integrated with its 
parent company whose workers produce 
an article and are currently certified 
under TA-W-22,374. 


Conclusion 


After careful review of the 
application, I conclude that the claims 
are of sufficient weight to justify 
reconsideration of the Department of 
Labor's prior decision. The application 
is, therefore, granted. 

Signed at Washington, DC, this 21st day of 
June 1989. 

Stephen A. Wandner, 

Deputy Director, Office of Legislation and 
Actuarial Services, UIS. 

[FR Doc. 89-15448 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M 





[TA-W-21,945] 


Retamco Operating, Inc.; San Antonio, 
TX; Affirmative Determination 
Regarding Application for 
Reconsideration 


A company official, after two filing 
extensions, requested administrative 
reconsideration of the Department of 
Labor's Notice of Negative 
Determination Regarding Eligibility to 
Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance for workers and former 
workers of Retamco Operating, Inc., San 
Antonio, Texas. The negative 
determination was issued on February 
10, 1989. 

The company official claims that the 
Department’s customer survey was 
inadequate and submitted an additional 
list of customers. 


Conclusion 


After careful review of the 
application, I conclude that the claims 
are of sufficient weight to justify 
reconsideration of the Department of 
Labor’s prior decision. The application 
is, therefore, granted. 

Signed at Washington, DC, on this 20th day 
of June 1989. 

Stephen A. Wandner, 

Deputy Director, Office of Legislation and 
Actuarial Services, UTS. 

[FR Doc. 89-15449 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M 
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[TA-W-21, 151 et ai] 


Wilson Brothers Drilling Co.; Amended 
Certification Regarding Eligibility To 
Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance 


In the matter of Wilson Brothers Drilling 
Company; TA-W-21,151—Lafayette, 
Louisiana; TA-W-21,151A—Seminole, Texas; 
TA-W-21,151B—Houston, Texas. 


In accordance with section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 {19 U.S.C., 2273) the 
Department of Labor issued a 
Certification of Eligibility to Apply for 
Worker Adjustment Assistance on 
November 8, 1988 applicable to all 
workers of Wilson Drilling Company, 
Lafayette, Louisiana. The Certification 
was amended on February 3, 1989 to 
include the Seminole and Houston, 
Texas locations. 

The Certification is being amended to 
correct the name of the firm. New 
information from the company indicates 
that the correct name of the firm is 
Wilson Brothers Drilling Company also 
known as Wilson Drilling Company. The 
notice for Wilson Drilling Company, 
therefore, is amended by including the 
correct name of the firm. 

The amended notice applicable to 
TA-W-21,151 is issued as follows: 

All workers of Wilson Brothers Drilling 
Company in Lafayette, Louisiana; Seminole, 
Texas; and Heuston, Texas who became 
totally or partially separated from 
employment on or after October 1, 1985 are 
eligible to apply for adjustment assistance 
under section 223 of the Trade Act of 1974. 

Signed at Washington. DC, this 20th day of 
June 1989. 

Stephen A. Wandner, 

Deputy Director, Office of Legislation and 
Actuarial Services, UTS. 

[FR Doc. 89-15450 Filed 6-29-89: 8:45 am] 


Federai-State Unemployment 

tion Pr Extended 
Benefits; Ending of Extended Benefit 
Period in the State of Alaska 


This notice announces the ending of 
the Extended Benefit Period in the State 
of Alaska, effective on June 10, 1989. 


Background 


The Federal-State Extended 
Unemployment Compensation Act of 
1970 (26 U.S.C. 3304 note) established 
the Extended Benefit Program as a part 
of the Federal-State Unemployment 
Compensation Program. Under the 
Extended Benefit Program, individuals 
who have exhausted their rights to 
regular unemployment benefits (U1) 
under permanent State {and Federal} 
unemployment compensation laws may 


be eligible, during an Extended Benefit 
Period, to receive up to 13 weeks of 
extended unemployment benefits, at the 
same weekly rate of benefits as 
previously received under the State law. 
The Federal-State Extended 
Unemployment Compensation Act is 
implemented by State unemployment 
compensation laws and by Part 615 of 
Titie 20 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations (20 CFR Part 615}. 

Extended Benefits are payable in a 
State during an Extended Benefit Period 
which is triggered “on” when the rate of 
insured unemployment in the State 
reaches the State trigger rate set in the 
Act and the State law. During an 
Extended Benefit Period, individuals are 
eligible for a maximum of up to 13 
weeks of benefits, but the total of 
Extended Benefits and regular benefits 
together may not exceed 39 weeks. 

The Act and the State unemployment 
compensation Jaws also provide that an 
Extended Benefit Period in a State wil! 
trigger “Off” when the rate of insured 
unemployment in the State is no longer 
at the trigger rate set in the law. A 
benefit period actually terminates at the 
end of the third week after the week for 
which there is an off indicator, but not 
less than 13 weeks after the benefit 
period began. 

An Extended Benefit Period 
commenced in the State of Alaska on 
Feburary 19, 1989, and has now triggered 
off. 


Determination of an “Off” Indicator 


The head of the employment security 
agency of the State named above has 
determined that the rate of insured 
unemployment in the State for the 
period consisting of the week ending on 
May 20, 1989, and the immediately 
preceding twelve weeks, fell below the 
State trigger rate, so that for that week 
there was an “off” indicator in the State. 

Therefore, the Extended Benefit 
Period in the State terminated with the 
week ending June 10, 1989. 


Information for Claimants 


The State employment security 
agency will furnish a written notice to 
each individual who is filing claims for 
Extended Benefits of the ending of the 
Extended Benefit Period and its effect 
on the individual's right to Extended 
Benefits. 20 CFR 615.13(d}(3). 

Persons who wish information about 
their rights to Extended Benefits in the 
State named above should contact the 
nearest State employment service office 
in their locality. 
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Signed at Washington, DC on June 16, 1989. 
Robert T. Jones, 
Assistant Secretary of Labor. 
[FR Doc. 89-15451 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M 


Employment Standards 
Administration, Wage and Hour 
Division 


Minimum Wages for Federal and 
Federatly Assisted Construction; 
General Wage Determination 
Decisions 


General wage determination decisions 
of the Secretary of Labor are issued in 
accordance with applicable law and are 
based on the information obtained by 
the Department of Labor from its study 
of local wage conditions and data made 
available from other sources. They 
specify the basic hourly wage rates and 
fringe benefits which are determined to 
be prevailing for the described classes 
of laborers and mechanics employed on 
construction projects of a similar 
character and in the localities specified 
therein. 

The determinations in these decisions 
of prevailing rates and fringe benefits 
have been made in accordance with 29 
CFR Part 1, by authority of the Secretary 
of Labor pursuant to the provisions of 
the Davis-Bacon Act of March 3, 1931, as 
amended [46 Stat. 1494, as amended, 40 
U.S.C. 276a) and of other Federal 
statutes referred to in 29 CFR Part 1, 
Appendix, as well as such additional 
statutes as may from time to time be 
enacted containing provisions for the 
payment of wages determined te be 
prevailing by the Secretary of Labor in 
accordance with the Davis-Bacon Act. 
The prevailing rates and fringe benefits 
determined in these decisions shall, in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
foregoing statutes, constitute the 
minimum wages payable on Federal and 
federally assisted construction projects 
to laborers and mechanics of the 
specified classes engaged on contract 
work of the character and in the 
localities described therein. 

Good cause is hereby found for not 
utilizing notice and public comment 
procedure thereon prior to the issuance 
of these determinations as prescribed in 
5 U.S.C. 553 and not providing for delay 
in the effective date as prescribed in 
that section, because the necessity to 
issue current construction industry wage 
determinations frequently and in large 
volume causes procedures to be 
impractical and contrary to the public 
interest. 








Federal Register / Vol. 54, No. 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Notices 





General wage determination 
decisions, and modifications and 
supersedeas decisions thereto, contain 
no expiration daies and are effective 
from their date of notice in the Federal 
Register, or on the date written notice is 
received by the agency, whichever is 
earlier. These decisions are to be used 
in accordance with the provisions of 29 
CFR Parts 1 and 5. Accordingly, the 
applicable decision, together with any 
modifications issued, must be made a 
part of every contract for performance 
of the described work within the 
geographic area indicated as required by 
an applicable Federal prevailing wage 
law and 29 CFR Part 5. The wage rates 
and fringe benefits, notice of which is 
published herein, and which are 
contained in the Government Printing 
Office (GPO) document entitled 
“General Wage Determinations Issued 
Under The Davis-Bacon And Related 
Acts,” shall be the minimum paid by 
contractors and subcontractors to 
laborers and mechanics. 

Any person, organization, or 
governmental agency having an interest 
in the rates determined as prevailing is 
encouraged to submit wage rate and 
fringe benefit information for 
consideration by the Department. 
Further information and self- 
explanatory forms for the purpose of 
submitting this data may be obtained by 
writing to the U.S. Department of Labor, 
Employment Standards Administration, 
Wage and Hour Division, Division of 
Wage Determinations, 200 Constitution 
Avenue, NW., Room S—3504, 
Washington, DC 20210. 


New General Wage Determination 
Decisions 


The numbers of the decisions being 
added to the Government Printing Office 
document entitled “General Wage 
Determinations Issued Under the Davis- 
Bacon and Related Acts” are listed by 
Volume, State, and page numberfs). 


Volume I: 

Virginia: 
VA89-41 ...... pp.1188kk—118811. 
VA89-42..... pp.1188mm—1188nn. 
VA89-43..... pp.118800-1188pp. 
VA89-44 ..... pp.1188qq-1188rr. 
VA8S-45 ..... pp.1188ss-1188tt. 
VA89-46 ..... pp.1188uu-1188vv. 
VA89-47 ..... pp.1188ww-1188xx. 
VA8S-—48 ..... Pp.1188yy—1188zz. 
VA89-49...... pp.1188aaa-1188bbb. 
VA89-50..... pp.1188ccc-1188ddd. 
VA89 51...... pp.1188eee—1188fff. 
VA89--52...... pp.1188ggg-1188hhh. 
VA89-53 ..... pp.1188iii-1188)jj. 
VA89-54 ..... pp.1188kkk-1188lll. 
VA89-55 ..... pp.1188mmm-1138ppp. 
VA8S-56 ..... pp.1188qq4—1138rrr. 


Modifications to General Wage 
Determination Decisions 


The numbers of the decisions listed in 
the Government Printing Office 
document entitled “General Wage 
Determinations Issued Under the Davis- 
Bacon and Related Acts” being modified 
are listed by Volume, State, and page 
numberfs}. Dates of publication in the 
Federal Register are in parentheses 
following the decisions being modified. 


Volume I: 
Connecticut, CT89-1 (Jan. 6, pp. 62, 64. 
1989). 
District of Columbia, DC89-1 pp. 78-85. 


(Jan. 6, 1989). 
New Hampshire, NH89-1 p. 588. 
(Jan. 6, 1989). 
New York: 
NY83-2 (Jan. 6, 1989).............. pp. 689-690, 
pp. 698- 
700. 
NY89-4 (Jan. 6, 1989) ............... pp. 712-716. 
NY89-7 (Jan. 6, 1989)........... ~- pp. 740-741, 
pp. 748- 
754. 
NY89-8 (Jan. 6, 1989)}.............. p- 756, pp. 
759-760. 
NY89-11 (Jan. 6, 1989)............ pp. 782, 784. 
NY&89-12 (Jan. 6, 1989)............ p. 791. 
NY89-13 (Jan. 6, 1989)}............ p. 801. 
NY89-17 {Jan. 6, 1989}............ p- 820. 


Listing by location (index}....... pp. xtiii-xliv. 
Listing by decision (index) ....... pp. bvii-be. 


Volume II: 
Ohio, OH89-2 (Jan. 6, 1989)...... pp. 795-796, 
pp. 603- 
804. 
Oklahoma: 
OK89-14 (Jan. 6, 1989}............. p- 953. 
OK89-16 (jan. 6, 1989)............ p. 964. 
OK89-17 (Jan. 6, 1989)............ p. 968. 
Volume III: 


Alaska, AK89-1 (Jan. 6, 1989)... pp. 2-4,7. 
Oregon, OR83-1 (Jan. 6, 1989)}.. pp. 308-313. 
Washington, WA89-1 fJan. 6, pp. 363-368, 
1989). pp. 370— 
371, pp. 
374-375. 


General Wage Determination 
Publication 

General wage determinations issued 
under the Davis-Bacon and related Acts, 
including those noted above, may be 
found in the Government Printing Office 
(GPO) document entitled “General 
Wage Determinations Issued Under The 
Davis-Bacon And Related Acts”. This 
publication is available at each of the 50 
Regional Government Depository 
Libraries and many of the 1,400 
Government Depository Libraries across 
the country. Subscriptions may be 
purchased from: Superintendent of 
Documents, U.S. Government Printing 
Office, Washington, DC 20402, (262) 783- 
3238. 
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When ordering subscription({s), be 
sure to specify the Statefs) of interest, 
since subscriptions may be ordered for 
any or all of the three separate volumes, 
arranged by State. Subscriptions include 
an annual edition (issued on or about 
January 1) which includes all current 
general wage determinations for the 
States covered by each volume. 
Throughout the remainder of the year, 
regular weekly updates will be 
distributed to subscribers. 

Signed at Washington, DC, this 23rd day of 
June 1989. 

Robert V. Setera, 

Acting Director, Division of Wage 
Determinations. 

[FR Doc. 89-15293 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am| 
BILLING CODE 4510-27-M 





Mine Safety and Health Administration 


Summary of Decisions Granting in 
Whole or in Part Petitions for 
Modification 


AGENCY: Mine Safety and Health 
Administration (MSHA), Labor. 


ACTION: Notice of affirmative decisions 
issued by the Administrators for Coal 
Mine Safety and Health and Metal and 
Nonmetal Mine Safety and Health on 
petitions for modification of the 
application of mandatory safety 
standards. 


sumMary: Under section 101(c) of the 
Federal Mine Safety and Health Act of 
1977, the Secretary of Labor may modify 
the application of a mandatory safety 
standard to a mine if the Secretary 
determines either or both of the 
following: That an alternate method 
exists at a specific mine that will 
guarantee no less protection for the 
miners affected than that provided by 
the standard, or that the application of 
the standard at a specific mine will 
result in a diminution of safety to the 
affected miners. 

Summaries of petitions received by 
the Secretary appear periodically in the 
Federal Register. Fina} decisions on 
these petitions are based upon the 
petitioner's statements, comments and 
information submitted by interested 
persons and a field investigation of the 
conditions at the mine. The Secretary 
has granted or partially granted the 
requests for modification submitted by 
the petitioners listed below. In some 
instances the decisions are conditioned 
upon compliance with stipulations 
stated in the decision. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 


The petitions and copies of the final 
decisions are available for examination 
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by the public in the Office of Standards, 
Regulations and Variances, MSHA, 
Room 627, 4015 Wilson Boulevard, 
Arlington, Virginia 22203. 
Patricia W. Silvey, 
Director, Office of Standards, Regulations 
and Variances. 

Date: June 23, 1989. 


Affirmative Decisions on Petitions for 

Modification 

Docket No.: M-86-5-C 

FR Notice: 51 FR 8379 

Petitioner: Mid-Continent Resources, 
Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1105 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal that whenever the 
configuration of intake air entries 
does not permit an underground 
transformer station to be ventilated by 
intake air that is coursed directly into 
a return aircourse, the station will be 
housed in a fire-proof structure 
equipped with fire-proof doors and a 
fire suppression system considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-86-87-C 

FR Notice: 51 FR 36612 

Petitioner: Western-Fuels Utah, Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 77.1800 

Summary of Findings: Application of the 
standard would result in a diminution 
of safety to the miners in that opening 
a cutout switch could result in injury 

- to the person operating the switch. 

Petitioner's proposal that a qualified 
person will deenergize the trolley 
conductor in case of an emergency 
under specific procedures considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-86-92-C 

FR Notice: 51 FR 30143 

Petitioner: Three L Coal Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1400 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to operate the man cage or 
steel gunboat with secondary safety 
connections securely fastened around 
the gunboat and to the hoisting rope 
above the main connecting device 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-86-169-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 46134 

Petitioner: Clinchfield Coal Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1103-4(a) 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to install an early warning 
fire detection system using a low-level 
carbon monoxide (CO) detection 
system and to allow the velocity of air 
in the belt conveyor not to exceed 
1,200 feet per minute considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-86-170-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 46134 

Petitioner: Clinchfield Coal Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1105 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to install an early warning 
fire detection system using a low-level 
carbon monoxide (CO) detection 
system and to allow the velocity of air 
in the belt conveyor not to exceed 
1,200 feet per minute considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-87-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 13144 

Petitioner: Chapperal Coal Corporation 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1103-4(a) 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to install a carbon monoxide 
(CO) system at the beginning and end 
of each belt flight and at intervals not 
to exceed 2,000 feet along the belts in 
lieu of a point-type system with 
specific conditions considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-108-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 25322 

Petitioner: Buck Mountain Coal 
Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1405 

Summary of Findings: The installation 
of automatic couplers on the track 
haulage cars would result in a 
diminution of safety to the miners 
affected due to the sharp radius 
curves in the track, the undulating 
pitch of the slopes, the different types 
of small lightweight cars, and the 
system of haulage. Granted with 
conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-113 C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 34435 

Petitioner: Gateway Coal Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1303 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to store explosives in 
underground storage facilities in 
excess of 48 hours considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M 87-125-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 20652 

Petitioner: Consol Pennsylvania Coal 
Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.503 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use 800 foot long trailing 
cables on shuttle cars and 1,000 foot 
lengths when necessary to mine 
around oil and gas wells considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-133-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 23373 

Petitioner: Krystal Coal Company No. 3 

Reg. Affected: 30. CFR 75.313 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal te use hand-held continuous 
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‘oxygen and methane monitors in lieu 
of continuous methane monitors on 

._ three-wheel tractors with specific 
conditions considered acceptable 
alternate method. Granted with 
conditions. 


Docket No.: M-87-168-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 45402 

Petitioner: Skidmore Coal Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1400 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to operate the man cage or 
steel gunboat with secondary safety 
connections securely fastened around 
the gunboat and to the hoisting rope 
above the main connecting device 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-170-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 45397 

Petitioner; Burnside Mining Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.301 

Summary of Findings: Proposed airflow 
reduction, which would maintain a 
safe and healthful atmosphere, 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-87-187 C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 41790 

Petitioner: Arch of Kentucky, Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 77.803 

Summary of Findings: Proposed use of a 
two-circuit grounding system for 
petitioner's high voltage power system 
considered acceptable alternate 
method of assuring ground continuity. 
Granted with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-87-194-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 4912 

Petitioner: Clinchfield Coal Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1710 

Summary of Findings: Use of cabs or 
canopies on the mine’s electric face 
equipment in specified low mining 
heights would result in a diminution of 
safety. Granted. 


Docket No.: M-87-209-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 44648 

Petitioner: Mountain View Coal 
Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.301 

Summary of Findings: Proposed airflow 
reduction, which would maintain a 
safe and healthful atmosphere, 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-87-215-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 41791 

Petitioner: Quarto Mining Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1105 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to house the electrical 
equipment in a fireproof structure 
equipped with automatic closing fire 
doors activated by thermal devices 
with an activation temperature not 
greater than 165 degrees Fahrenheit 
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considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 
Docket No.: M-87-220-C 
FR Notice: 52 FR 46135 


Petitioner: R.S. & W. Coal Company, Inc. 


Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1405 
Summary of Findings: The installation 
of automatic couplers on the track 

haulage cars would result in a 
diminution of safety to the miners 
affected due to the sharp radius 
curves in the track, the undulating 
pitch of the slopes, the different types 
of small lightweight cars, and the 
systems of haulage. Granted with 
conditions. 


Docket No.: M-87-223-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 2101 

Petitioner: Loose Jaw Coal, No. 4, Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.305 

Summary of Findings: Due to two 
unintentional roof falls, certain areas 
of the mine cannot be safely traveled. 
Petitioner's proposal to establish 
check points on each side of the fall to 
measure the rate of airflow over the 
fall considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-226-—C 

‘FR Notice: 52 FR 42355 

Petitioner: Old Ben Coal Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1002 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use high voltage cables to 
supply power to longwall mining 
equipment inby the last open crosscut 
and within 150 feet of gob areas with 
specific conditions considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
for longwall 1, panel 8, with 
conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-227-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 42354 

Petitioner: Double L Coal Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.305 

Summary of Findings: Due to rock falls 
and poor roof conditions certain areas 
of the mine cannot be safely traveled. 
Petitioner's proposal to establish two 
monitoring stations where the quality 
and quantity of air will be monitored 
by a certified person on a weekly 
basis considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-87-241-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 45402 

Petitioner: Pyro Mining Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.305 

Summary of Findings: Due to longwall 
abutment pressure and horizontal 
stress, the area leading to the seal is 
difficult and hazardous to examine. 
Petitioner's proposal to establish 
monitoring stations at specific 
locations where examinations for 
hazardous conditions will be made by 
a certified person on a weekly basis 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-87-242-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 46865 

Petitioner: Dominion Coal Corporation 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.326 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use air from belt haulage 
entries to ventilate active working 
places and install a carbon monoxide 
type monitoring system to continually 
monitor the belt line considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-243-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 46865 

Petitioner: Dominion Coal Corporation 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1103-4{a) 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to install a carbon monoxide 
(CO) monitoring system to monitor the 
belts along the belt line at intervals 
not to exceed 2,000 feet considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-244-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 46866 

Petitioner: Dominion Coal Corporation 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1105 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use air coursed over 
electrical installations to ventilate 
active working places and install 
carbon monoxide monitors to 
continually monitor the belt line 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-245—C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 46866 

Petitioner: Horsehead Coal Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1405 

Summary of Findings: The installation 
of automatic couplers on the track 
haulage cars would result in a 
diminution of safety to the miners 
affected due to the sharp radius 
curves in the track, the undulating 
pitch of the slopes, the different types 
of small lightweight cars, and the 
systems of haulage. Granted with 
conditions. 


Docket No.: M-87-246-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 46009 

Petitioner: Jim Walter Resources, Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1002 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use high-voltage cables to 
supply power to permissible longwall 
face equipment in or inby the last 
open crosscut with specific equipment 
and conditions considered acceptable 
alternate method. Granted for 
longwall panel No. 1 with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-249-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 46864 

Petitioner: Big Diamond Coal Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1400 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to operate the man cage or 
steel gunboat with secondary safety 
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connections securely fastened around 
the gunboat and to the hoisting rope 
above the main connecting device 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-254-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 47647 

Petitioner: Walko Coal Company, Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.313 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use hand-held continuous 
oxygen and methane monitors in lieu 
of methane monitors on three-whee! 
tractors with specific conditions 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-87-256-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 1418 

Petitioner: Arch on the North Fork, Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 77.811 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner’s 
proposal to use a rubber-tired trailer- 
mounted portable generator to move 
large electric mining shovels and 
draglines using specific equipment 
and safety procedures considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted. 

Docket No.: M-87-258-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 963 

Petitioner: The Helen Mining Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1105 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to house electric equipment 
in a fire-proof structure or area with 
automatic closing fire doors activated 
by thermal devices considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-262-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 965 

Petitioner: White County Coal 
Corporation 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.326 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use the belt haulage entry 
as an intake aircourse and to install a 
low-level carbon monoxide detection 
system in all belt entries used as 
intake or return aircourses and at 
each belt drive and tailpiece located 
in intake aircourses considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-265-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 1419 

Petitioner: B & S Coal Company, Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.313 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use hand-held continuous 
oxygen and methane monitors in lieu 
of methane monitors on three-wheel 
tractors with specific conditions 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-266-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 2549 

Petitioner: Four G. Coal Company, Inc. 
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Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.313 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use hand-held continuous 
oxygen and methane monitors in lieu 
of methane monitors on three-wheel 
tractors with specific conditions 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-87-267-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 1869 

Petitioner: Perkins Coal Company, Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.313 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use hand-held continuous 
oxygen and methane monitors in lieu 
of methane monitors on three-wheel 
tractors with specific conditions 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-87-268-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 584 

Petitioner: Poor Boy Coal Company, Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.313 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use hand-held continuous 
oxygen and methane monitors in lieu 
of methane monitors on three-wheel 
tractors with specific conditions 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-270-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 3276 

Petitioner: Great Western Coal 
(Kentucky), Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1101-1 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to perform a weekly test of 
the deluge systems and record the 
results in lieu of installing and 
maintaining blow-off covers 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted. 


Petitioner: Mount Vernon Coal 


Company 
Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1700 
Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to clean out and plug oil and 
gas wells using specific techniques 
and procedures i 


considered acceptable 


alternate method. Granted with 
conditions. 
Docket No.: M-87-276-C 
FR Notice: 53 FR 1421 
Petitioner: Webster County Coal Corp. 
Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1103—4{a} 
Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to install an early warning 


fire detection system using a low-level 


carbon monoxide detection system 
with specific conditions considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-281-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 583 

Petitioner: Christian Energies, Inc. 


Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.313 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use hand-held continuous 
oxygen and methane monitors in lieu 
of methane monitors on three-wheel 
tractors with specific conditions 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-87-282-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 2549 

Petitioner: Lakeshore Equipment Co., 
Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.313 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use hand-held continuous 
oxygen and methane monitors in lieu 
of methane monitors on three-wheel 
tractors with specific conditions 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-285—C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 1420 

Petitioner: Scarlett Coal Company, Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.313 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use hand-held continuous 
oxygen and methane monitors in lieu 
of methane monitors on three-wheel 
tractors with specific conditions 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-87-287—C 
FR_Notice: 53 FR 1868 


Petitioner: Consolidation Coal Company 


Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1103-4 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use an early warning fire 
detection system using a low-level 
carbon monoxide detection system 


and to allow the velocity of air current 


in the belt conveyor entry to exceed 
300 feet per minute considered 


acceptable alternate method. Granted 


with conditions. 
Docket No.: M-87-288-C 
FR Notice: 53 FR 1868 


Petitioner: Consolidation Coal Company 


Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.326 
Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 


proposal to use belt haulage entries as 


intake air courses to ventilate active 
working places and to allow the 
velocity of air current in the belt 
conveyor entry to exceed 300 feet per 
minute considered acceptable 
alternate method. Granted with 
conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-290-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 1421 

Petitioner: Wormy Coal Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.313 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use hand-held continuous 
oxygen and methane monitors in lieu 
of methane monitors on three-wheel 
tractors with specific conditions 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 
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Docket No.: M-87-299-C 

FR Notice: 52 FR 4241 

Petitioner: ] & W Coal Company, Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.313 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use hand-held continuous 
oxygen and methane monitors in lieu 
of methane monitors on three-wheel 
tractors with specific conditions 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-87-303-—C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 13343 

Petitioner: Kerr-McGee Coal Corp. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.902 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use 480-volt, three-phase 
power distribution without the need of 
the ground check circuit in the No. 5 
Seam bottom area and the No. 6 Seam 
fluids borehole area with specific 
conditions considered acceptable 
alternate method. Granted with 
conditions. 


Docket No.: M-87-306-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 7439 

Petitioner: West Fork Energy, Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.305 

Summary of Findings: Due to an 
unintentional roof fall, certain areas of 
the mine cannot be safely traveled. 
Petitioner’s proposal to establish 
check points on each side of the fall, 
to support the area so that it would be 
safe to examine the bleeder from the 
pillar works and to install a main door 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-310-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 3800 

Petitioner: Rushton Mining Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 77.902 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to utilize a combination 
motor controller of adequate 
interrupting capacity to function as a 
suitable circuit breaker considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-88-2-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 7432 

Petitioner: Arch on The North Fork, Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.305 

Summary of Findings: Due to very poor 
conditions, roof falls, mud and water, 
certain areas of the mine are too 
hazardous to travel and efforts to 
rehabilitate would be hazardous. 
Petitioner’s proposal to establish two 
monitoring stations where a certified 
person would make methane and air 
readings on a weekly basis 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-88-5-C 
FR Notice: 53 FR 9001 
Petitioner: Whitaker Coal Corporation 
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Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.305 

Summary of Findings: Due to hazardous 
roof conditions in the abandoned 
areas of the mine, certain areas are 
unsafe to travel. Petitioner’s proposal 
to establish ventilation check points 
at specific locations considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-88-6—C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 8999 

Petitioner: D,. & F. Deep Mine Coal 
Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1405 

Summary of Findings: Use of automatic 
couplers on the track haulage cars 
would result in a diminution of safety 
due to the sharp radius curves in the 
track, the undulating pitch of the 
slopes, the different types of small 
lightweight cars and the system of 
haulage. Granted with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-88-8-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 7436 

Petitioner: Marie Enterprises Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.313 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner’s 
proposal to use hand-held continuous 
oxygen and methane monitors in lieu 
of methane monitors on three-wheel 
tractors with specific conditions 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-88-12-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 7434 

Petitioner: Emco Coal Company, Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.313 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use hand-held continuous 
oxygen and methane monitors in lieu 
of methane monitors on three-whee] 
tractors with specific conditions 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-88-13-—C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 10166 

Petitioner: Cyprus Empire Corporation 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1101-8 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use a single line of 
automatic sprinklers for fire 
protection at main and secondary belt 
conveyor drives with specific 
conditions considered acceptable 
alternate method. Granted with 
conditions. 


Docket No.: M-88-15 C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 7438 

Petitioner: Summar Coal Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.313 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use hand-held continuous 
oxygen and methane monitors in lieu 
of methane monitors on three-wheel 
tractors with specific conditions 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-88-16—C 


FR Notice: 53 FR 10167 

Petitioner: Freeman United Coal Mining 
Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.902 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use 480-volt, three-phase 
power distribution in the underground 
surge bin feeder system without a 
ground check circuit with specific 
conditions considered acceptable 
alternate method. Granted with 
conditions. 

Docket No.: M-88-17-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 7439 

Petitioner: Wolf-Creek Collieries 
Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1103—4{a) 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to install an early warning 
fire detection system using a low-level 
carbon monoxide detection system in 
all belt entries used as intake 
aircourses with specific conditions in 
lieu of point-type sensors considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-88-18-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 7440 

Petitioner: Wolf-Creek Collieries 
Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.326 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to install an early warning 
fire detection system, using a low- 
level carbon monoxide detection 
system in all belt entries used as 
intake aircourses, with specific 
conditions considered acceptable 
alternate method. Granted with 
conditions. 


Docket No.: M-88-25-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 7434 

Petitioner: Helvetia Coal Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1100-2(b) 

Summary of Findings: cold 
weather periods the wa used 
for fire protection along the slope belt 
freeze and becomes inoperative. 
Petitioner's proposal to utilize a dry 
waterline system from October 1 
through May 1 with specific 
equipment and conditions considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-88-30-—C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 9000 

Petitioner: Diamond “S" Mining 
Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.313 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use hand-held continuous 
oxygen and methane monitors in lieu 
of methane monitors on three-wheel 
tractors with specific conditions 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-88-32-—C 
FR Notice: 53 FR 10166 


Petitioner: Dominion Coal Corporation 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1701 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposed method of drilling boreholes 
in the face and rib considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 


Docket No.: M-88-37-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 9000 

Petitioner: The Helen Mining Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1400{e) 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal that persons operating the 
hoist have at least one year of 
experience and be required to 
complete an outlined training plan to 
have these persons qualified by 
MSHA considered acceptable 
alternate method. Granted. 


Docket No.: M-88-40-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 10165 

Petitioner: McElroy Coal Company 
(formerly Consolidation Coal Co.) 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.305 

Summary of Findings: Due to extremely 
poor roof conditions and a roof fall, 
certain areas of the mine cannot be 
safely traveled. Further rehabilitation 
of these areas wi expose miners to 
hazardous conditions. Petitioner's 
proposal that a certified person make 
weekly examinations at specific 
locations with specific conditions 
considered alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-88-48-C 

FR Notice: &3 FR 13342 

Petitioner: Freeman United Coal Mining 


Company 

eee E 
Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
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Docket No.: M-88-66-C 
FR Notice: $3 FR 12481 
Petitioner: Wolf-Creek Collieries 


Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1002 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use high-voltage (not to 
exceed 2,400 volt) cables to supply 
power to permissible face 
equipment in or inby the last open 
crosscut with equipment and 
conditions considered acceptable 
alternate method. Granted with 
conditions. 

Docket No.: M-88-84-C 

FR Notice: 53 FR 20030 

Petitioner: Eastern Associated Coal 
Corp. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 75.1701 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposed method of drilling boreholes 
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in the face and rib considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-84-19-M 

FR Notice: 49 FR 36175 

Petitioner: Phelps Dodge Corporation 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 56.9022 

Summary of Findings: The use of berms 
or guards on the outer bank of 
elevated roadways would result in a 
diminution of safety. Petitioner's 
proposed traffic system considered 
acceptable alternate method. Granted 
with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-86-14—M 

FR Notice: 51 FR 40093 

Petitioner: Tg Soda Ash, Inc. {formerly 
Texasgulf Chemicals) 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 57.4761 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to use shop air to ventilate 
active working areas in the mine and 
to install carbon monoxide sensors at 
specific locations with specific 
conditions considered acceptable 
alternate method. Granted with 
conditions. 

Docket No.: M-86-20-M 

FR Notice: 52 FR 5217 

Petitioner: Kennecott-Utah Copper 
Division 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 56.9022 

Summary of Findings: Use of berms or 
guards on all the roads of the UCD 
concentrator tailing pond would result 
in a diminution of safety. Petitioner's 
proposed road traffic system 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-1M 

FR Notice: 52 FR 7946 

Petitioner: Montana Resources, Inc. 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 56.9087 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to equip all trucks with 
highly visible backup lights which 
operate automatically when trucks are 
in reverse and to require shovel 
operators and truck drivers to use 
audible horns to communicate 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 

Docket No.: M-87-44—M 

FR Notice: 52 FR 7433 

Petitioner: Cripple Creek & Victor Gold 
Mining Company 

Reg. Affected: 30 CFR 56.14001 

Summary of Findings: Petitioner's 
proposal to enclose the line shaft area 
in a fence with a locked gate with 
specific conditions in lieu of guarding 
each piece of equipment individually 
considered acceptable alternate 
method. Granted with conditions. 


[FR Doc. 89-15456 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-43-m 


[Docket No. M-89-93-C] 


Dominion Coal Corp.; Petition for 
Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 


Dominion Coal Corporation, P.O. Box 
70, Vansant, Virginia 24656 has filed a 
petition to modify the application of 30 
CFR 75.1701 (abandoned areas, adjacent 
mines; drilling of boreholes) to its 
Dominion Mine No. 7 {1.D. No. 44~-06499) 
and its Dominion Mine No. 10 (LD. No. 
4405160) both located in Buchanan 
County, Virginia. The petition is filed 
under section 101{c} of the Federal Mine 
Safety and Health Act of 1977. 

A summary of the petitioner's 
statements follows: 

1. The petition concerns the 
requirement that whenever any working 
place approaches within 50 feet of 
abandoned areas in the mine as shown 
by surveys made and certified by a 
registered engineer or surveyor, or 
within 200 feet of any other abandoned 
areas of the mine which cannot be 
inspected and which may contain 
dangerous accumulations of water or 
gas, or within 200 feet of any workings 
of an adjacent mine, a borehole or 
boreholes will be drilled to a distance of 
at least 20 feet in advance of the 
working place and will be continually 
maintained to a distance of at least 10 
feet in advance of the advancing 
working face. When there is more than 
one borehole, they will be drilled 
sufficiently close to each other to ensure 
that the advancing working face will not 
accidentally hole through into 
abandoned areas or adjacent mines. 
Boreholes will also be drilled not more 
than 8 feet apart in the rib of such 
working place to a distance of at least 
20 feet and at an angle of 45 degrees. 
Such rib holes will be drilled in one or 
both ribs of such working place as may 
be necessary for adequate protection of 
miners in such place. 

2. Petitioner requests a modification of 
the standard to allow for a 20-foot cut to 
be taken in the face. In further support 
of this request, petitioner states that— 

(a) The provision requiring 20-foot test 
holes to be drilled at a 45 degree angle 
at 8-foot intervals in the rib, restricts the 
depth of a cut that can be extracted with 
a continuous miner; 

(b) A continuous mining machine is 
designed to take a 20-foot cut without 
the controls of the mining machine 
passing the last row of roof supports; 

(c) Petitioner proposes to drill five 
holes in the face of the entry, spaced at 
5-foot intervals; one hole in each corner 
of the entry 20 feet deep and 3 holes in 
the face of the entry 30 feet deep. The 
holes drilled in the corner of the entry 
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would be at 30d angles to the rib. 
The hole drilled 5 feet from the left rib 
would be on a 105 degree angle to the 
face. The hole in the middle of the entry 
would be a 90 degree angle to the face 
and the hole drilled 5 feet from the right 
rib would be a 75 degree angle to the 
face with a margin of error of —5 
degrees. This pattern would provide a 
10-foot barrier in all directions to the cut 
to be taken; and 

(d) It is more practical to drill a 30 
degree angle as opposed to drilling a 45 
degree angle due to the size of the drill 
and the length of the drill steel, as well 
as the restricted area available to 
maneuver the drilling machine. 

3. Petitioner states that the proposed 
alternate method will provide the same 
degree of safety for the miners affected 
as that afforded by the standard. 


Request for Comments 


Persons interested in this petition may 
furnish written comments. These 
comments must be filed with the Office 
of Standards, Regulations and 
Variances, Mine Safety and Health 
Administration, Room 627, 4015 Wilson 
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. All 
comments must be postmarked or 
received in that office on or before July 
31, 1989. Copies of the petition are 
available for inspection at that address. 
Patricia W. Silvey, 

Director, Office of Standards, Regulations 
and Variances. 

Date: June 21, 1989. 


[FR Doc. 89-15452 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-43-M 


[Docket No. M-89-94-C] 


East Franklin Coal Co.; Petition for 
Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 


East Franklin Coal Company, 245 2nd 
Street, Joliett, Pennsylvania 17981 has 
filed a petition to modify the application 
of 30 CFR 75.1400 (hoisting equipment; 
general) to its Middle Split Slope (LD. 
No. 36-07896) located in Schuylkill 
County, Pennsylvania. The petition is 
filed under section 101(c) of the Federal 
Mine Safety and Health Act of 1977. 

A summary of the petitioner's 
statements follows: 

1. The petition concerns the 
requirement that cages, platforms or 
other devices which are used to 
transport persons in shafts and slopes 
be equipped with safety catches or other 
approved devices that act quickly and 
effectively in an emergency. 

2. Effective safety catches or other 
jevices are not available for the 
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conveyances used on the steeply 
pitching and undulating slopes with 
numerous curves and knuckles in the 
main haulage slopes of this anthracite 
mine. 

3. If “makeshift” safety devices are 
installed, they would activate on 
knuckles and curves when no 
emergency exists and cause a tumbling 
effect on the conveyance. 

4. As an alternate method, petitioner 
proposes to operate the man cage or 
steel gunboat with secondary safety 
connections securely fastened around 
the gunboat, and to the hoisting rope 
above the main connecting device. The 
hoisting ropes would have a factor of 
safety in excess of the design factor as 
determined by the formula specified in 
the American National Standard for 
Wire Rope for Mines. 

5. Petitioner states that the proposed 
alternate method will provide the same 
degree of safety for the miners affected 
as that afforded by the standard. 


Request for Comments 


Persons interested in this petition may 
furnish written comments. These 
comments must be filed with the Office 
of Standards, Regulations and 
Variances, Mine Safety and Health 
Administration, Room 627, 4015 Wilson 
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. All 
comments must be postmarked or 
received in that office on or before July 
31, 1989. Copies of the petition are 
available for inspection at that address. 


Patricia W. Silvey, 
Director, Office of Standards, Regulations 
and Variances. 

Date: June 28, 1989. 
[FR Doc. 89-15453 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-43-M 


{Docket No. M-89-95-C] 


Inferno Coals, Inc.; Petition for 
Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 


Inferno Coals, Inc., P.O. Box 1270, 
Elkhorn City, Kentucky 41522 has filed a 
petition to modify the application of 30 
CFR 75.1710 (cabs and canopies} to its 
Mine No. H-8 (LD. No. 15-11529) located 
in Pike County, Kentucky. The petition is 
filed under section 101{c) of the Federal 
Mine Safety and Health Act of 1977. 

A summary of the petitioner's 
statements follows: 

1. The petition concerns the 
requirement that cabs or canopies be 


installed on the mine’s electric face 
equipment. 

2. The mine ranges from 40 to 60 
inches in height. The bottom is shale 
and varies from flat and dry to wet and 
uneven. 

3. The use of cabs or canopies on the 
mine's electric face equipment would 
result in a diminution of safety to the 
miners affected because the cabs or 
canopies would: 

(a) Limit the equipment operator's 
vision; 

(b) Strike and dislodge roof supports; 

(c) Strike or dislodge electrical cables 
creating an electrical fire hazard; and 

(d) Would limit the equipment 
operator’s seating position causing 
fatigue, therefore creating potential for 
an accident. 

4. For these reasons, petitioner 
requests a modification of the standard. 


Request for Comments 


Persons interested in this petition may 
furnish written comments. These 
comments must be filed with the Office 
of Standards, Regulations and 
Variances, Mine Safety and Health 
Administration, Room 627, 4015 Wilson 
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. All 
comments must be postmarked or 
received in that office on or before July 
31, 1989. Copies of the petition are 
available for inspection at that address. 
Patricia W. Silvey, 

Director, Office of Standards, Regulations 
and Variances. 

Date: June 21, 1989. 

[FR Doc. 89-15454 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-43-M 


[Docket No. M-89-91-C] 


Minton Hickory Coal Co.; Petition for 
Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 


Minton Hickory Coal Company, P.O. 
Box 922, Barbourville, Kentucky 40906 
has filed a petition to modify the 
application of 30 CFR 75.313 (methane 
monitor) to its Mine No. 4 (I.D. No. 15- 
16621) located in Whitley County, 
Kentucky. The petition is filed under 
section 101(c) of the Federal Mine Safety 
and Health Act of 1977. 

A summary of the petitioner's 
statements follows: 

1. The petition concerns the 
requirement that a methane monitor be 
installed on electric face cutting 
equipment, continuous mining machines, 
longwall face equipment and loading 
machines. The monitor is required to be 
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properly maintained and frequently 
tested. 

2. No methane has been detected in 
the mine. 

3. The three-wheel tractors are 
permissible DC-powered machines, 
without hydraulics. The coal is hand 
loaded into a drag-type bucket. 
Approximately 20% of the time that the 
tractor is in use, it is used as a mantrip 
and supply vehicle. 

4. As an alternate method, petitioner 
proposes to use handheld continuous 
oxygen and methane monitors instead of 
methane monitors on three-wheel 
tractors. In further support of this 
request, petitioner states that: 

(a) Each three-wheel tractor would be 
equipped with a handheld continuous 
monitoring methane and oxygen 
detector and all persons would be 
trained in the use of the detector; 

(b) Prior to allowing the coal loading 
tractor in the face area, a gas test would 
be performed to determine the methane 
concentration in the atmosphere. When 
the elapsed time between trips does not 
exceed 20 minutes, the air quality would 
be monitored continuously after each 
trip. This would provide continuous 
monitoring of the mine atmosphere for 
methane to assure the detection of any 
methane buildup between trips; 


(c) If one percent methane is detected, 
the operator would manually deenergize 
the battery tractor immediately. 
Production would cease and would not 
resume until the methane level is lower 
than one percent; 


(d) Each monitor would be removed 
from the mine at the end of the shift, and 
would be inspected and charged by a 
qualified person. The monitor would 
also be calibrated every 90 days; 


(e) The hand-held methane and 
oxygen monitor would be mounted to 
allow for proper monitoring of the mine 
atmosphere. 

5. For these reasons, petitioner request 
a modification of the standard. 


Request for Comments 


Persons interested in this petition may 
furnish written comments. These 
comments must be filed with the Office 
of Standards, Regulations and 
Variances, Mine Safety and Health 
Administration, Room 627, 4015 Wilson 
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. All 
comments must be postmarked or 
received in that office on or before July 
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31, 1989. Copies of the petition are 
available for inspection at that address. 
Patricia W. Silvey, 
Director, Office of Standards, Regulations 
and Variances. 

Date: June 21, 1989. 


[FR Doc. 89-15455 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-43-M 


Office of Workers’ Compensation 
Programs 

Report cf Computer Matching Program 
Between Department of Labor and 
Department of Health and Human 


Services, Social Security 
Administration 


Participating Agencies: The 
participating agencies in this computer 
matching program are the Department of 
Labor (DOL) and the Department of 
Health and Human Services, Social 
Security Administration (SSA). 

Purpose of Match: DOL intends to 
conduct a computer matching program 
of DOL and SSA records of Black Lung 
benefit recipients. The goal of the match 
is to detect individuals who improperly 
receive dual Black Lung benefits from 
SSA and DOL. When a verified match 
occurs, the case will be referred to the 
proper DOL office for development to 
assure the validity of the match and to 
make any required benefit adjustments. 

Authority for Conducting the 
Matching Program: Title IV of the 
Federal Mine Safety and Health Act, 30 
U.S.C. 901, et seq. 

Categories of Records and Individuals 
Covered: SSA, as the source agency, will 
provide DOL with its Black Lung 
Payment System HHS/SSA/OURV (47 
FR 45610, October 13, 1982) which will 
be matched against DOL’s Office of 
Workers’ Compensation Programs, 
Black Lung Benefit Payments DOL/ 
ESA-7 (47 FR 30378, July 13, 1982). The 
individuals covered will be DOL and 
SSA Black Lung beneficiaries. 

Inclusive Dates of the Matching 
Program: The matching program will 
begin August 15, 1989 and end February 
15, 1991. 

Address for Receipt of Public 
Comment: Lawrence W. Rogers, 
Director, Office of Workers’ 
Compensation Programs, 200 
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington, 
DC 20210, Telephone: (202) 523-7503. 

Signed at Washington, DC, this 23rd day of 
June, 1989. 

Richard Staufenberger, 

Acting Director, Office of Workers’ 
Compensation Programs. 

[FR Doc. 89-15457 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-27-41 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


Proposed Availability of FY 90 Funds 
for Financial Assistance (Grants) to 
Support Research at Educational 
Institutions and the Exchange of 
Information 


AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC), Office of Nuclear 
Regulatory Research, announces 
proposed availability of Fiscal Year (FY) 
90 funds to support a limited number of 
research grants to educational 
institutions These funds may also be 
used to support professional meetings 
and conferences for the exchange and 
transfer of research concepts and 
findings related to the safety of nuclear 
power production. 


The FY 90 ceiling for research grants 
to educational institutions is 
approximately $1,200,000. Of this 
amount, approximately $400,000 will be 
available for new grants. Because of this 
limitation, proposed grant budgets 
should be restricted to about $50,000 per 
year, with total project funding not 
exceeding $100,000 over a two-year 
period. Proposals for new FY 90 
research grants should be submitted 
between October 1 and December 31, 
1989. Proposals received after December 
31, 1989 may or may not be considered 
for funding in FY 90 (October 1, 1989- 
September 30, 1990). 


AppRresS: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, ATTN: Grants Officer, 
Division of Contracts and Property 
Management, Office of Administration, 
Washington. DC 20555. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mrs. Jeanne Cucura (301) 492-4297 or 
Mrs. Yvonne Terry (301) 492-4210. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 


On October 26, 1988 (53 FR 43305), the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) 
published in the Federal Register a 
notice that announced the proposed 
availability of FY 89 funds for the NRC 
Grant Program. The NRC is revising that 
notice to provide information on their 
grant program for FY 90. 


Scope and Purpose of This 
Announcement 

Pursuant to Section 31.a. and 141.b. of 
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended, the NRC’s Office of Nuclear 
Regulatory Research proposes to 
support educational institutions, 
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nonprofit entities, state and local 
governments, and professional societies 
through providing funds for expansion, 
exchange and transfer of knowledge, 
ideas, and concepts directed toward the 
NRC safety research program. The 
program includes, but is not limited to, 
support of professional meetings and 
conferences. In addition, the NRC has a 
limited amount for research grants to 
educational institutions (see topics 
below). The FY 90 ceiling for these 
grants is approximately $1,200,000, with 
approximately $400,000 of this amount 
available for new grants. 

The purpose of this program is to 
stimulate research to provide a 
technological base for the safety 
assessment of system and subsystem 
technologies used in nuclear power 
applications. The results of this program 
will be to increase public understanding 
relating to nuclear safety, to pool the 
funds of theoretical and practical 
knowledge and technical information, 
and ultimately to enhance the protection 
of the public health and safety. In 
addition, each grant to an educational 
institution should contain elements 
which will potentially benefit the 
graduate research program of the 
institution, e.g., graduate student 
training. 

The NRC encourages educational 
institutions to submit research grant 
proposals in the following areas: 

1. Development of steady state and 
transient pump models for estimate code 
applications. 

2. Advantages and disadvantages of 
water addition to a degraded core. 

3. Behavior of hot hydrogen while 
exiting a break in the primary pressure 
boundary. 

4. Modeling and experimentation on 
two-phase flow, interfacial relations, 
and heat transfer in reactor coolant 
systems. 

5. Severe accident evaluation. 
including: high temperature chemistry of 
severe accident reactor radionuclides; 
advanced thermal hydraulic modeling of 
fluids including combustible gases and 
molten core materials in reactor primary 
systems during severe accidents. 


6. Advanced demographic models or 
statistical methods to predict population 
density and distribution around future 
power reactor sites. 


7. High temperature material 
interactions during severe accidents (e.g 
core/concrete, core debris/vessel 
components). 


8. Human factors evaluation including 
criteria and guidelines to determine the 
risk reduction from application of 
human factors requirements on nuclear 
powerplant operations and 
maintenance. 
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9. Methods for the nuclear industry to 
use the growing pool of human 
performance data. 

10. Development of methodology for 
Risk and Reliability Analysis of closed 
loop control systems, including 
advanced digital based control systems. 

11. Develop and codify pragmatic, 
statistically valid, methods for updating 
severe accident frequency and 
consequence analysis to reflect results 
of new operational, experimental, and 
calculational data. 

12. Develop merit of methods and 
procedures for establishing the degree to 
which Probabilistic Risk Assessment 
(PRA) results converge with operational 
data. 

13. Development of methods to 
analyze and understand the aging 
effects, improved examination and 
testing methods for determining the 
condition of structures and components. 
and methods to assess residual lifetime 
of structures and components. 

14. Development of methods for 
assuring component structural reliability 
and realistic methods to define the 
probabilities of radioactive release to 
earthquakes due. 

15. Development of methods for 
assuring integrity of the primary system, 
i.e., pressure vessels, piping, steam 
generator tubing. 

16. Development of methods to 
establish and validate decommissioning 
criteria and effects of water chemistry 

on the primary system integrity. 

‘17. Development and/or validation of 
models to explain the tectonics of the 
Central and Eastern United States (east 
of 106 degrees W). 

18. Development and/or validation of 
models to predict the propagation of 
seismic ground motions in the Central 
and Eastern United States or in a 
shallow soil column. 

19. Investigations/studies including 
field observations of the paleoseismicity 
of the Central and Eastern United 
States. 

20. Design of concepts to increase the 
safety of industrial radiography devices. 

21. Long-term load deformation 
characteristics of a low-level waste 
disposal facility. 

22. Simplified modeling of 
thermohydrologic phenomena in high- 
level waste geological repositories 

23. Thermodynamic considerations in 
modeling groundwater flows in 
unsaturated media used for nuclear 
waste disposal. 

24. Development of a continum 
approach for modeling unsaturated 
fractured rock. 

25. Development of improved 
instrumentation or techniques for 
measuring activities, radiation dose, and 


dose rates, especially from small 
radioactive particles. 

26. Development of methods for 
contamination prevention, 
measurement, and control; and 
improved radiological air sampling 
methodology. 

27. Investigation of the types, 
sensitivity, and linearity of various 
biological effects of radiation that could 
be used as biological dosimeters. 

28. Research on the metabolism of 
radionuclides and their compounds 
relative to the calculation of internal 
dose. 

29. Investigation of the efficacy of 
radioactive protective agents. 

30. Develop methodology for 
implementation of a nonprescriptive 
regulatory process, considering such 
factors as: (a) The most effective 
framework; (b) the pros/cons and 
practical aspects of its implementation 
and (c) the changes needed in current 
process and legislation to implement 
such a change. 

31. Investigation of neutron 
polarization effects on reactivity control 
for advanced reactor application (use of 
a magnetic field to modulate neutron 
diffusion/core reactivity). 


Eligible Applicants 


Educational institutions, nonprofit 
entities, State and local governments, 
and professional societies are eligible to 
apply for a grant under this 
announcement. 


Factors Generally Indicating Support 
Through Grants 


The NRC’s benefit from the results of 
grants should be no greater than for 
other interested parties, i.e., the public 
must be the primary beneficiary of the 
work performed. Surveys, studies, or 
research which provide specific 
information or data necessary for the 
NRC to exercise its regulatory or 
research mission responsibilities will 
not be funded by a grant. Applicants 
requesting support for work which has a 
direct regulatory application should 
submit their requests as an unsolicited 
proposal for consideration as a contract 
rather than a grant. 

1. The primary purpose of NRC grants 
is to support the development of 
knowledge or understanding of the 
subject or phenomena under study. 

2. The exact course of the work and 
its outcome are usually not defined 
precisely, and specific points in time for 
achievement of significant results need 
not be specified. 

3. The NRC desires that the nature of 
the proposed investigation be such that 
the recipient will bear prime 
responsibility for the conduct of the 
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research and exercise judgment and 
original thought toward attaining the 
scientific goals within broad parameters 
of the proposed research areas and the 
resources provided. 

4. Meaningful technical reports (as 
distinguished from Semi-Annual Status 
Reports) can be prepared only as new 
findings are made, rather than on a 
predetermined time schedule. 

5. Simplicity and economy in 
execution and administration are 
mutually desirable. 





Proposal Format 


Proposals should be concise and 
provide a thorough understanding of the 
proposed project. Neither unduly 
elaborate applications nor voluminous 
supporting documentation is desired. 

State and local governments shall 
submit proposals utilizing the standard 
forms specified in Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) Circular A-102 
(Revised), (Paragraph 6.c.). Nonprofit 
organizations, universities, and 
professional societies shall submit 
proposals utilizing the standard forms 
stipulated in OMB Circular A-110, 
(Attachment M). 

The format used for project proposals 
should give a clear presentation of the 
proposed project and its relation to the 
specific objectives contained in this 
notice. Each proposal should follow the 
format outlined below unless the NRC 
specifically authorizes exception. 

1. Cover Page. The Cover Page should 
be typed according to the following 
format (submit separate cover pages if 
the proposal is multi-institutional): 

Title of Proposal—To include the term 
“research,” “study,” “conference,” 
“symposium,” “workshop,” or other 
similar designation to assist in the 
identification of the project; 

Location and Dates for Conferences, 

Symposium, Workshop, etc.; 

Names of Principal Researchers or 

Participants; 

Total Cost of Proposal; (Identify Cost by 

Fiscal Year) 

Period of Proposal; 
Organization or Institution and 

Department; 

Required Signatures: 
Principal Participants: 
Name: 

Date: 


Address: 
Telephone No.: 


Required Organization Approval: 
Name: 

Address: 

Telephone No.: 

Organization Financial Officer: 
Name: 





Date: 
Address: 
Telephone No.: 


2. Project Description. Each proposal 
shall provide, in ten pages or less, a 
complete and accurate description of the 
proposed project. This section should 
provide the basic information to be used 
in evaluating the proposal to determine 
its priority for funding. Applicants must 
identify other possible sources of 
financial support for a particular project, 
and list those sources from which 
financial support has been or will be 
requested. 

The information provided in this 
section must be brief and specific. 
Detailed background information may 
be included as supporting 
documentation to the proposal. 

The following format shall be used for 
the project description: 

{a) Project Goals and Objectives. The 
project's objectives must be clearly and 
unambiguously stated. The proposal 
should justify the project including the 
problems it intends to clarify and the 
development it may stimulate. 

(b) Project Outline. The proposal 
should show the project format and 
agenda, including a list of principal 
areas or topics to be addressed. 

(c) Project Benefits. The proposal 
should indicate the direct and indirect 
benefits that the project seeks to 
achieve and to whom these benefits will 
accrue. 

(d) Project Management. The proposal 
should describe the physical facilities 
required for the conduct of the project. 
Further, the proposa! should include 
brief biographical sketches of 
individuals responsible for planning the 
project. 

(e) Project Costs. Nonprofit 
organizations shall adhere to the cost 
principles set forth in OMB Circular A- 
122. Educational institutions shall 
adhere to the cost principles set forth in 
OMB Circular A-21, and state and local 
government shall adhere to the cost 
principles set forth in OMB Circular A- 
87. 
The proposal must provide a detailed 
schedule of project costs, identifying in 
particular— 

(1) Salaries—in proportion to the time 
or effort directly related to the project; 

(2) Equipment {rental only); 

{3) Travel and Per Diem/Subsistence 
in relation to the project; 

(4) Publication Costs; 

(5) Other Direct Costs (specify}—e.g.. 
supplies or registration fees; 

Note: Dues to organizations, federations or 
societies, exclusive of registration fees, are 
not allowed as a charge. 


(6) Indirect Costs {attach negotiated 
agreement/cost allocation plan); and 
(7) Supporting Documentation. The 
supporting documentation should 
contain any additional information that 
will strengthen the proposal. 
Proposal Submission and Deadline 


This notice is valid for Federal 
Government Fiscal Year 90 (October 1, 
1989 to September 30, 1990). Potential 
grantees are advised, however, that due 
to the limited funding available for new 
research grants to educational 
institutions, such proposals received 
after December 31, 1989 may or may not 
be considered for funding in Fiscal Year 
90. 


Funds 


For Fiscal Year 90, the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Office of 
Nuclear Regulatory Research. 
anticipates making a total of 
approximately $1,200,000.00 available 
for funding research grants to 
educational institutions. Of this amount, 
approximately $400,000.00 will be 
available for new research grants in FY 
90. Because of this limitation, proposed 
grant budgets should be restricted to 
about $50,000 per year, with total project 
funding not exceeding $100,000 over a 
period of two years. 


Evaluation Process 


All proposals received as a result of 
this announcement will be evaluated by 
an NRC review panel. 


Evaluation Criteria 


The award of NRC grants is 
discretionary. Generally, projects are 
supported in order of merit to the extent 
permitted by available funds. 

Evaluation of proposals for research 
projects will employ the following 
criteria. No level of importance is 
implied by the order in which these 
criteria are listed. 

1. Adequacy of the research design. 

2. Scientific significance of proposal. 

3. Technical adequacy of the 
investigators and their institutional 
base. 

4. Relevance to a research area(s) 
described above. 

5. Reasonableness of estimated cost in 
relation to the work to be performed and 
anticipated result. 

6. Potential benefit of the project to 
the overall benefit of the institution's 
graduate research program. 

Evaluation of proposals for 
professional meetings, conferences, 
symposia, etc., will employ the following 
criteria: 
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1. Potential usefulness of the proposed 
project for the advancement of scientific 
knowledge. 

2. Clarity of statement of objectives, 
methods, and anticipated results. 

3. Range of issues covered by the 
meeting agenda. 

4. Qualifications and experience of 
project speakers. 

5. Reasonableness of estimated cost in 
relation to anticipated results. 


Disposition of Proposals 


Notification of award will be made by 
the Grants Officer, and organizations 
whose proposals are unsuccessful will 
be so advised. 


Proposal Instructions and Forms 


Questions concerning the preceding 
information, copies of application forms, 
and applicable regulations shall be 
obtained from or submitted to (Grant 
application packages. Standard Form 
424, must be requested in writing): U.S 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, ATTN: 
Grants Officer, Division of Contracts 
and Property Management, Mail Stop P- 
1042, Office of Administration, 
Washington, DC 20555. 

The address for hand-carried 
applications is: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, ATTN: Grants Officer, 
Division of Contracts and Property 
Management, Office of Administration, 
Mail Stop P-1042, 7920 Norfolk Avenue, 
Bethesda, MD 20814. 

Note: Upon delivery of the application to 
the NRC guard desk {at the above address), 
the guard should be requested to telephone 
the Division of Contracts and Property 
Management (Extension 24297) for a pick-up 
of the application. 


Nothing in this solicitation should be 
construed as committing the NRC to 
dividing available funds among all 
qualified applicants. 

Dated at Bethesda, MD this 26th day of 
June, 1989. 

For the U S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Coimmission. 

Elois J. Wiggins, 

Grant Officer, Contract Negotiation Branch 
No. 2, Division of Contracts and Property 
Management, Office of Administration. 

[FR Doc. 89-15511 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


Governors’ Designees Receiving 
Advance Notification of 
Transportation of Nuclear Waste 


On June 13, 1989, a notice was 
published (54 FR 25181) which listed the 
Governors’ designees receiving advance 
notification of nuclear waste shipments. 
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The list was subsequently revised andis _ transportation of certain shipments of The following list updates the names, 
now published in final form. nuclear waste and spent fuel. The addresses and telephone numbers of 

On January 6, 1982, the Nuclear advance notification covered in Part 73 those individuals in each State who are 
Regulatory Commission (NRC) is for spent nuclear reactor fuel responsible for receiving information on 
published in the Federal Register, as shipments and the notification for Part nuclear waste shipments. The list will 
final, certain amendments to 10 CFR 71 is for large quantity shipments of be published annually in the Federal 
Parts 71 and 73 (effective July 6, 1982), radioactive waste (and of spent nuclear _ Register on or about June 30, to reflect 
which require advance notification to reactor fuel not covered under the final any changes in information. 


Governors or their designees concerning amendment to 10 CFR Part 73). 


INDIVIDUALS RECEIVING ADVANCE NOTIFICATION OF NUCLEAR WASTE SHIPMENTS 






POI iad csi scstincliinccsenitp Col. Thomas H. Wells, Director, Alabama Department of Public Safety, P.O. Box 1511, Montgomery, AL 
36192-0501, (205) 261-4378. 











IID iiss sisecssiccesssbovsesscotece Mr. Dennis Kelso, Commissioner, Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation, Pouch O, Juneau, AK 
99811, (907) 465-2600. 
fn RE Charles F. Tedford, Director, Arizona Radiation Regulatory Agency, 4814 South 40 Street, Phoenix, AZ 





85040, (602) 255-4845, After hours: (602) 998-4662. 

POD secicssssrctinsctiiephsccsscsa Greta J. Dicus, Director, Division of Radiation Control and Emergency Management Programs, Arkansas 
of Health, 4815 West Markham Street, Little Rock, AR 72201, (501) 661-2301, After hours: 

(501) 661-2136 or 661-2000. 


I sie etctscseesersensntaoveil Robert P. Rengstarff, Chief, California Highway Patrol, P.O. Box 942898, Sacramento, CA 94298-0001, (916) 
445-3253. 

ee crctncaieverscestientianencel Captain Lonnie J. Westphal, Officer in Charge, Administrative Branch Services, Colorado State Patrol, 700 
Kipling Street, Denver, CO 80215, (303) 239-4560, After hours: (303) 239-4501. 


CONS CUCU csscccesceisccecococece The Honorable Leslie Carothers, Commissioner, Department of Environmental Protection, State Office 
Building, 165 Capitol Avenue, Hartford, CT 06106, (203) 566-2110. 

Patrick W. Murray, Secretary, Department of Public Safety, P.O. Box 818, Dover, DE 19903, (302) 736-4321... 

Harlan Keaton, Public Health Physicist Manager, Office of Radiation Control, Department of Health and 
Rehabilitation Services, P.O. Box 15490, Orlando, FL 32858, (305) 297-2095. 





Same. 
Same. 
Same. 
Same. 
Same. 
Same. 
Same. 
Same. 
Same. 
| eS Tom Doyal, Director, Transportation Division, Public Service Commission, 1007 Virginia Avenue, Hapeville, | Same. 
GA 30354, (404) 761-2229. 
PURI is casciépsdcinscsosiecontaeabeeaed John Waihee, Governor, State of Hawaii, Honolulu, Hi 96813, (808) 548-5420 .....0........cccecsescesseesneenesnerencensseeeneees Same. 
NDING sininscisntiosjascotitpbicenstnitieita Ernest Ranieri, Radiation Physicist Supervisor, Division of Environment, 450 W. State, 3rd Floor, Boise, ID | Same. 
i 83720, (208) 334-5879, After hours: (208) 344-4090. 
ONS ntsc cccnptiestibtenepntesel Dr. Terry Lash, Director, Illinois Department of Nuclear Safety, 1035 Outer Park Drive, 5th Floor, Springfield, | Same. 
IL 62704, (217) 785-9868, Emergency: (217) 782-6111, After hours: (217) 785-0600. 
SANTI isin seecstintivctesscsinesies Lloyd R. Jennings, Superintendent, indiana State Police, 301 State Office Building, 100 North Senate | Same. 
Avenue, Indianapolis, IN 46204, (317) 232-8241, After hours: (317) 232-8246. 
ic ee Ellen M. Gordon, Director, Office of Disaster Services, Hoover State Office Building, Des Moines, IA 50319, Same. 
(515) 281-3231. 
WT i viscssasncctpaserscscssicvee Leon H. Mannell, P.E., Administrator, Radiological Systems, The Adjutant General’s Department, Division of | Same. 
Emergency Preparedness, P.O. Box C-300, Topeka, KS 66601, (913) 266-1409, After hours: (296-3176). 
WINS 5 5d, ncnssccceslosinstoy Donaid R. Hughes, Sr., Manager, Radiation Control, Department for Health Services, 275 East Main Street, Same. 
Frankfort, KY 40621, (502) 564-3700. 
LOUING oo siccecdnipie Capt. Bill Spencer, Louisiana State Police, 265 South Foster Drive, P.O. Box 66614, Baton Rouge, LA | Same. 
70896, (504) 925-6113. 
ORIN asso sa cccssstacscssoccasioaal Chief of the State Police, Maine Dept. of Public Safety, 36 Hospital Street, Augusta, ME 04330, (207) 289- | Same. 
2155. 
a CR NIE caicceinccsnecicsciasicend Colonel James A. Jones, Chief, Services Bureau, Maryland State Police, 1201 Reisterstown Road, Pikesville, | Same. 
: MD 21208, (301) 486-3101. 
f Masssachusetts...............:00-- Robert M. Hallisey, Director, Radiation Contro! Program, Massachusetts Department of Public Health, 150 | Same. 
Tremont Street, 2nd Floor, Boston, MA 02111, (617) 727-6214. 
INN iS cites James E. Cox, Captain, Commanding Officer, Operations Division, Michigan Department of State Police, 714 | Same. 
S. Harrison Road, East Lansing, M! 48823 (517) 337-6100. 
I sin cpecsciectcs cesses John R. Kerr, Natural Disaster Planner, Minnesota Division of Emergency Management, B5—State Capitol, | Same. 
St. Paul, MN 55155, (612) 296-2233, After hours: (612) 649-5451. 
Mississippi ..............-cs-cecceseeeee James E. Maher, Director, Mississippi Emergency Management Agency, P.O. Box 4501, Fondren Station, | Same. 
Jackson, MS 39296-4510, (601) 352-9100 (24 hours). 
RIG ssi ices canscsicoartgrssected Richard D. Ross, Director, State Emergency Management Agency, 1717 Industrial Drive, P.O. Box 116, | Same. 
Jefferson City, MO 65102, (314) 751-9779, After hours: (314) 751-2748. 
i OS Mr. Larry Lioyd, Administrator, Environmental Sciences Division, Department of Health and Environmental | F. Guy Yougbiood, 
Sciences, Room A113, Cogswell Bidg., Helena, MT 59620, (406) 444-3948, After hours: (406) 442-1425. Administrator, Disaster 
and Emergency 
Services Divisior., P.O. 
Box 4789, Helena, MT 
| 59604, (406) 444-6911 
I saicecsescisig sii ncocecinit Harold W. LeGrande, Superintendent, Nebraska State Patrol, P.O. Box 94907, State House, Lincoln, NE | Same. 
68509, (402) 471-2406, After hours: (402) 471-4545. 
CUI ann cipiilaiccncemstseensbigeel Stanley R. Marshall, Supervisor, Radiological Health Section, Bureau of Regulatory Health Services, Nevada | Same. 
Division of Health, 505 East King Street, Room 202, Carson City, NV 89701, (702) 885-5394. 
New Hampshire.................... Richard M. Flynn, Commissioner, New Hampshire Dept. of Safety, James H. Hayes Building, Hazen Drive, | Same. 
Concord, NH 03305, (603) 271-3636 (24 hours). 
New JOrsey ..........ccscececcesecseee Kent Tosch, Chief, Department of Environmental Protection, Bureau of Nuclear Engineering, CN 411, | Same. 
Trenton, NJ 08625, (609) 530-4022. 
NOW MeXxiCO 2.00.0... ..-ccceeceeceees Dr. Robert Kemble, Cabinet Secretary, Department of Public Safety, P.O. Box 1628, Santa Fe, NM 87504- | Same. 
1628, (505) 827-3370, After hours: (505) 827-9126. 
NOE WOR cSt reece Donald A. DeVito, Director, State Emergency Mgmt. Office, Division of Military and Naval Affairs, Public | Same. 


Security Building, State Campus, Albany, NY 12226, (518) 457-2222. | 
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INDIVIDUALS RECEIVING ADVANCE NOTIFICATION OF NUCLEAR WasTE SHiPMENTS—Continued 
Part 71 


, Administrative Services, North Carolina Highway Patro! Headquarters, | Same. 
E 7611, (919) 733-7952, After hours: (919) 733-3861. 
K. Mount, Director, Division of Environmental Engineering, Department of Health, 1200 Missouri | Same. 
Bismarck, ND 58502-5520, (701) 224-2348, After hours: (701) 224-2121. 
Chief of Staff, Ohio Emergency Management Agency, 2825 W. Grandville Road, | Same 
OH 43235-2712, (614) 29-7150. 

Commissioner of Public Safety, Okiahoma Department of Public Safety, 3600 N. King Avenue, 

[ , Oklahoma City, OK 73136-0145, (405) 425-2424 (24 hours). 
T. Dixon, Administrator, Siting and Regulation, Oregon Department of Energy, 625 Marion Street, 

as 97310, (503) 378-6469. 

, Director, Response and Ri , Pennsylvania Emergency Management Agency, P.O. 

Harrisburg, PA 17105, (717) 783-8150, After hours: (717) 783-8150. 
, Associate Administrator, MotorCarriers, Division of Public Utilities and Carriers, 100 

Providence, Fi 02903, (401) 277-3500. 

Shealy, Chief, Bureau of Radiological Health, South Carolina Department of Health & 
Environmental Control, 2608 Bull Street, Columbia, SC 29201, (803) 734-4632, After hours: (803) 253- 


South Dakota.........ccereoeeeeee- Robert D. Gunderson, Division Director, Emergency and Disaster Services, Capitol Building, Basement, 
Pierre, SD 57501, (605) 773-3231. 
Tennessee ................-.--.| John White, Assistant Director, Tennessee Emergency Management Agency, State Emergency 
Gperations Center, 3041 Sidco Drive., Nashville, TN 37204, (615) 252-3300, After hours: 1-800-258-3300. 
I i ircenesteccers ..| Dr. Robert Bernstein, Commissioner, Texas Department of Health, Bureau of Radiation Control, 1100 West | Col. Joe E. Milner, 
49th Street, Austin, TX 78756, 1512) 458-7375. Director, Texas 
Department of Public 
Safety, 5805 N. Lamar 
Bivd., Austin, TX 78752, 
7 (512) 465-2000. 
..| Larry F. Anderson, Director, Bureau of Radiation Control, 288 N. 1460 West, P.O. Box 16690, Sait Lake City, 
UT 84116-0690, (801) 538-6734, After hours: (801) 538-6333. 
Susan C. Secretary, Vermont Agency of Transportation, 133 State Street, Montpelier, VT 05602, 
(802) 828-2657. 
Michael M. Cline, Director of Operations, Department of Emergency Services, Commonweaith of Virginia, 
310 Turner Road, Richmond, VA 23225, (804) 674-2400. 
i Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council, Mail Stop PY-11, Olympia, WA 98504, 


Superintendent, Department of Public Safety, 725 Jefferson Road, South Charleston, 


and Medical Devices Control Division, Department of 


Manager, Pharmaceutical 
Affaris, 614 H Street, NW., Washington, DC 20001, (202) 727-7219, After 


and 
hours: (202) 727-6161. 
Santos Rohena, Jr., Chairman, 
722-1175 or (809) 725-5140. 
Fred M. Castro, Administrator, Guam Environmental Protection Agency, P.O. Box 2999, Agana, Guam 
96910, (671) 646-7579. 
R. Kent Harvey, Attorney General, Trust Territory of the Pacific islands, Saipan, CM 96950, Saipan 9325 or 
9364 


Environmental Quality Board, P.O. Box 11488, Santurce, PR 00910, (809) 


C._:  aeaneeamunanse eipceataag rt padi rae egies er 


Environmental Protection Agency, Office of the Governor, Pago Pago, 
American Samoa 96799, (684) 633-2304. 
Nicolas M. Leon Guerrero, Director, Department of Natural Resources, Commonwealth of Northern Mariana 


isiands Government, Capito! Hill, Saipan, MP 96950, (670) 322-9830 or (670) 322-9834. 


Questions regarding this matter 
should be directed to Mindy Landau at 
(301) 492-0308. 

Dated at Rockville, MD, this 19th day of 
June, 1989. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Harold R. Denton, 

Director, Office of Governmental and Public 
Affairs. 

[FR Doc. 89-15422 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-41 


Appointments to Performance Review 
Board for Senior Executive Service 


AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 


ACTION: Appointment to performance 
review board for senior executive 
service. 


SUMMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC) has announced the 
following new appointments to the NRC 
Performance Review Board {PRB): 


New Appointees 


Robert F. Burnett, Director, Division of 
Safeguards and Transportation, Office 
of Nuclear Material Safety and 
Safeguards 

Frank J. Congel, Director, Division of 
Radiation Protection and Emergency 
Preparedness, Office of Nuclear 
Reactor Regulation 

James A. Fitzgerald, Assistant General 
Counsel for Adjudications and 
Opinions, Office of the General 
Counsel 








Federal Register / Vol. 54, No. 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Notices 





James F. McDermott, Deputy Director, 
Office of Personne! 

Patricia G. Norry, Director, Office of 
Administration 

Cart J. Paperiello, Deputy Regional 
Administrator, Region III 

Steven A. Varga, Director, Division of 
Reactor Projects I/II, Office of Nuclear 
Reactor Regulation 
In addition to the above 

appointments, the following members 

are continuing on the PRB: 

Joseph J. Fouchard, Director, Public 
Affairs, Office of Governmental and 
Public Affairs 

Clemens }. Heltemes, Jr., Deputy 
Director, Office for Analysis and 
Evaluation of Operational Data 

William C. Parter, General Counsel 

William T. Russell, Regional 
Administrator, Region I 

Brian W. Sheron, Director, Division of 
Systems Research, Office of Nuclear 
Regulatory Research 
William B. Kerr, Director, Office of 

Small and Disadvantaged Business 

Utilization and Civil Rights, continues to 

serve as an ex officio nonvoting 

member. 

The following are members of the 
NRC Performance Review Board Panel: 
Harold R. Denton, Director, Office of 

Governmental and Public Affairs 
James M. Taylor, Deputy Executive 

Director for Nuclear Reactor 

Regulation, Regional Operations and 

Research, Office of the Executive 

Director for Operations 
Hugh L. Thompson, Jr., Deputy 

Executive Director for Nuclear 

Materials Safety, Safeguards and 

Operations Support, Office of the 

Executive Director for Operations 

All appointments are made pursuant 
to section 4314 of Chapter 43 of Title 5 of 
the United States Code. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 30, 1989. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

William C. Parler, Chairman, 

Performance Review Board, U.S. 

Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 

Washington, DC 20555, (301) 492-1743. 
Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 26th day 

of June, 1989. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 
Victor Stello, Jr., Chairman, Executive 
Resources Board. 

Dated: June 26, 1989. 

[FR Doc. 89-15551 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


[Rel. No. IC-17027; 812-7322] 


North American Security Life 
Insurance Co., et af. 


June 23, 1989. 
AGENCY: Securities and Exchange 
Commission (“SEC”). 

ACTION: Notice of application for 
exemption under the Investment 

Company Act of 1940 (the “Act”). 


Applicants: North American Security 
Life Insurance Company (“Security 
Life’), NASL Variable Account 
(“Variable Account”), NASL Financial 
Services, Inc. (“NASL Financial”} and 
Wood Logan Associates Inc. (“Wood 
Logan”). 

Relevant 1940 Act Sections: 
Exemption requested under Section 6(c} 
from sections 26(a)(2Z)(C) and 27(c)(2). 

Summary of Application: Applicants 
seek an order to the extent necessary to 
permit the deduction of a 1.25% 
mortality and expense risk charge from 
the assets of the Variable Account with 
respect to certain variable annuity 
contracts (the “Contracts”). 

Filing Date: The application was filed 
on May 18, 1989 and amended on June 
15, 1989. 

Hearing or Notification of Hearing: If 
no hearing is ordered, the application 
will be granted. Any interested person 
may request a hearing on this 
application, or ask to be notified if a 
hearing is ordered. Any requests must 
be received by the SEC by 5:30 p.m., on 
July 18, 1989. Request a hearing in 
writing, giving the nature of your 
request, and the issues you contest. 
Serve the Applicants with the request, 
either personally or by mail, and also 
send it to the Secretary of the SEC, 
along with proof of service by affidavit, 
or, for lawyers, by certificate. Request 
notification of the date of a hearing by 
writing to the Secretary of the SEC. 


ADDRESSES: Secretary, SEC, 450 Fifth 
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20549. 
Applicants, c/o Ruth Ann Fleming, Esq., 
North American Security Life Insurance 
Company, 695 Atlantic Avenue, Boston, 
Massachusetts 02111. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Joyce M. Pickholz, Staff Attorney, at 
(202} 272-3046 or Clifford E. Kirsch, 
Special Counsel, at (202) 272-2061 
(Division of Investment Management, 
Office of Insurance Products and Legal 
Compliance). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Following is a summary of the 
application; the complete application is 
available for a fee from either the Public 
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Reference Branch in person or the 
Commission’s commercial copier which 
may be contacted at (800) 231-3282 {in 
Maryland (301) 258-4300). 


Applicants’ Representations 


1. Security Life is a stock life 
insurance company organized under the 
laws of Delaware im 1979. The Variable 
Account is a separate account of 
Security Life established in 1964 under 
the laws of the State of Delaware. NASL 
Financial, a wholly-owned subsidiary of 
Security Life, will be the principal 
underwriter of the Contracts. Wood 
Logan, # Connecticut corporation 
registered as a broker-dealer under the 
1934 Act, has entered into an agreement 
with Security Life and NASL Financial 
to serve as the exclusive promotional 
agent for the Contracts. Wood Logan 
will assist NASL Financial in signing 
registered representatives to agreements 
to sell the Contracts and will prepare 
advertising, marketing and educational 
materials to promote the sale of the 
Contracts. 


2. The Contracts are flexible purchase 
payment individual deferred 
combination fixed and variable annuity 
contracts. The Variable Account is 
divided into subaccounts which invest 
in corres} ing portfolios of NASL 
Series Trust (the “Trust’’). 

3. As reimbursement for providing 
administrative services under the 
Contracts, Security Life charges contract 
owners an annual administration fee of 
$30 and deducts from the subaccounts 
each valuation period an administration 
charge equal to .15% of the subaccount 
assets on a annualized basis. Applicants 
represent that the fees are based upon 
Security Life’s current estimates of the 
administrative costs attributable to the 
Contracts over their lifetime, are 
guaranteed never to be increased, and 
are not designed or expected to generate 
a profit. Applicants well rely on Rule 
26a-1 under the Act for the necessary 
exemptive relief to change such fees. 


4. No sales charge will be deducted 
from purchase payments as they are 
made. Instead, prior to the maturity 
date, a withdrawal charge (contingent 
deferred sales charge) will be assessec 
in circumstances where complete or 
partial withdrawals are attributed to 
purchase payments made within six 
years of the date of the withdrawal. The 
withdrawal charge is a percentage of the 
amount withdrawn which is subject to 
the charge, which percentage declines 6— 
6-5-4-3-2% over the first six years that 
a purchase payment has been in the 
Contract. Applicants represent that the 
withdrawal charge is intended to 
reimburse Security Life for 
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compensation paid to cover selling 
concessions to broker-dealers, 
preparation of sales literature and other 
expenses relating to sales activity. 
Applicants will rely on Rule 6c-8 under 
the Act for the necessary exemptive 
relief to permit imposition of the 
withdrawal charge. 

5. To compensate it for assuming 
mortality and expense risks under the 
Contracts, Security Life deducts from 
such subaccount a charge each 
valuation period at an effective annual 
rate of 1.25%, consisting of .60% for the 
mortality risks and .45% for the expense 
risks. The rate of the mortality and 
expense risk charge cannot be 
increased. 

6. The mortality risks assumed by 
Security Life under the Contracts is the 
risk that annuitants may live for a longer 
period of time than estimated. Security 
Life assumes this mortality risk by 
virtue of annuity rates incorporated into 
the Contract which cannot be changed. 
The expense risk assumed by Security 
Life is the risk that the administration 
fees, which cannot be increased, may be 
insufficient to cover actual expenses. 

7. Applicants represent that the 1.25% 
mortality and expense risk charge is 
within the range of industry practice for 
comparable annuity products. 
Applicants state that this representation 
is based upon an analysis of publicly 
available information about selected 
similar industry products, taking into 
consideration such factors as the 
method used in charging sales loads, 
any contractual right to increase charges 
above current levels and the existence 
of charges against separate account 
assets for other than mortality and 
expense risks. Security Life will 
maintain at its principal office, available 
to the Commission, a memorandum 
setting forth in detail the products 
analyzed in the course of, and the 
methodology and results of, the 
comparative survey made. 

8. Applicants acknowledge that the 
withdrawal charge will be insufficient to 
cover all costs relating to the 
distribution of the Contracts and that if 
a profit is realized from the mortality 
and expense risk charge, all or a portion 
of such profit may be offset by 
distribution expenses not reimbursed by 
the withdrawal charge. Security Life has 
concluded that there is a reasonable 
likelihood that the proposed distribution 
financing arrangements made with 
respect to the Contracts will benefit the 
Variable Account and the contract 
owners. The basis for such conclusion is 
set forth in a memorandum which will 
be maintained by Security Life at its 
principal office and will be available to 
the Commission. 


9. Security Life represents that the 
Variable Account will invest only in an 
underlying mutual fund which 
undertakes, in the event it should adopt 
any plan under Rule 12b-1 to finance 
distribution expenses, to have such plan 
formulated and approved by a board of 
directors, a majority of the members of 
which are not “interested persons” of 
such fund within the meaning of section 
2(a)(19) of the Act. 


For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 


Jonathan G. Katz, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 89-15502 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


{Rel. No. IC-17028; 812-7320] 
Pay ’n Save Inc.; Application 


June 23, 1989. . 

AGENCY: Securities and Exchange 
Commission (“SEC”). 

ACTION. Notice of application for 
exemption under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940 (“1940 Act”). 


Applicant: Pay ’n Save Inc. 
(“Applicant”). 

Relevant 1940 Act Sections: 
Exemption requested under section 6(c) 
from all provisions of the 1940 Act and 
under section 45(a). 

Summary of Application: Applicant 
seeks a temporary order exempting it 
from all provisions of the 1940 Act 
during the period from June 29, 1989, 
through March 1, 1990. Applicant also 
seeks an order granting confidential 
treatment of certain information in the 
application regarding its efforts to 
purchase an operating company. 

Filing Dates: The application was 
filed on May 12, 1989, and amended on 
June 15 and 21, 1989. 

Hearing or Notification of Hearing: 
An order granting the application will be 
issued unless the SEC orders a hearing. 
Interested persons may request a 
hearing by writing to the SEC’s 
Secretary and serving Applicant with a 
copy of the request, personally or by 
mail. Hearing requests should be 
received by the SEC by 5:30 p.m. on July 
17, 1989, and should be accompanied by 
proof of service on the Applicant, in the 
form of an affidavit or, for lawyers, a 
certificate of service. Hearing requests 
should state the nature of the writer's 
interest, the reason for the request, and 
the issues contested. Persons who wish 
to be notified of a hearing may request - 
notification by writing to the SEC’s 
Secretary. 
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ADDRESSES: Secretary, SEC, 450 5th 
Street NW., Washington, DC 20549. 
Applicant, c/o Sydney H. Mendelsohn, 
Esquire, Laxalt, Washington, Perito & 
Dubuc, 1120 Connecticut Avenue NW.., 
Washington, DC 20036. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Regina Hamilton, Staff Attorney (202) 
272-3024 or Stephanie Monaco, Branch 
Chief at (202) 272-3030 (Office of 
Investment Company Regulation). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Following is a summary of the 
application. The complete application is 
available for a fee. One may obtain a 
copy by going to the SEC’s Public 
Reference Branch or by telephoning the 
SEC’s commercial copier at (800) 231- 
3282 (in Maryland (301) 258-4300). 


Applicant's Representations 


1. Applicant, a Delaware corporation, 
is a reporting company under the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934. Its 
shares are traded over-the-counter. 
Through its wholly-owned subsidiary, 
PNS Inc., Applicant owns PSSC Inc., 
BMI Inc., and PDI Inc. Prior to June 29, 
1988, PSSC Inc. and BMI Inc. operated 
retail stories that sold a variety of 
traditional drugstore and general 
merchandise items in the western 
United States. 

2. On june 29, 1988, pursuant to a May 
12, 1988 Agreement for the Purchase and 
Sale of Assets, PSSC Inc., PDI Inc., and 
BMI Inc. sold substantially all of their 
operating assets to Thrifty Corporation, 
a wholly-owned subsidiary of Pacific 
Enterprises (the “Asset Sale”). As 
consideration for such sale, Applicant 
received approximately 5.2 million 
shares of Pacific Enterprises common 
stock valued at approximately $231.6 
million and constituting approximately 
8% of the outstanding common stock of 
Pacific Enterprises (the “Consideration 
Shares”), $176,000 in cash, and the right 
to receive certain contingent cash 
payments. 

3. As a result of the Asset Sale, 
Applicant essentially owns no operating 
assets. The Consideration Shares, 
Applicant's only investment securities 
(other than short-term investments of a 
cash-equivalent nature), constitute over 
90% of Applicant's assets. 

4. Between the date of the Asset Sale 
and May 1, 1989, the market value of the 
Consideration Shares decreased by 
$18.2 million. Applicant's principal 
source of revenue is dividends received 
from the Consideration Shares. 
Applicant's principal obligations are 
7%% convertible debentures due July 15, 
2006, in the aggregate principal amount 
of $132 million (the “Debentures”) and 
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12%% senior subordinated notes due 
July 15, 1996, in the aggregate principal 
amount ef $150 million (the “Senior 
Notes”). As reported in Applicant's 
Form 10-K Aniiual Report for the year 
ended October 29, 1988, interest 
expenses on the Debentures and Senior 
Notes exceeded dividend income by 
about $10 million. 

5. Applicant has invested the cash 
received from the Asset Sale in 
securities solely to preserve its value 
pending application of such assets to an 
acquisition or merger. Since the Asset 
Sale, Pay ‘n Save has invested the cash 
from the Asset Sale and the dividends 
received from the Consideration Shares 
only in short-term deposits. Applicant 
has not engaged in any speculative 
trading of securities. 

6. Because Applicant's “investment 
security” assets as defined im the 1940 
Act exceed 40% of the value of its assets 
other than government securities, cash 
and cash items, Applicant could be 
deemed to Se an investment company 
under the definition contained im section 
3(a){(3) of the 1940 Act. Thus on May 12, 
1988, im anticipation of the Asset Sale, 
Applicant's Board of Directors adopted ' 
a resolution pursuant to Rule 3a-2 under 
the 1940 Act to self-effect a one-year 
temporary exemption from section 3(a). 

7. Since June 29, 1968, Applicant has 
been committed to aeons engaged 
primarily in operating businesses as 
expeditiously as pessible, and has been 
studying potential acquisitions of and 
mergers with 87 unaffiliated operating 
businesses. Discussions were held and 
due diligence reviews conducted with a 
‘substantial number of such businesses, 
although no transactions have been 
consummated to date. Unfavorable 
discoveries. during due diligence, 
unsuccessful bidding competitions or 
negotiations, and non-performance by 
candidate companies have prevented 
consummation of any acquisitions or 
mergers. To facilitate consummation of 
a transaction, Applicant has engaged a 
nationally-recognized investment 
banking firm as a finder. Applicant 
continues to be engaged in ongoing 
studies and discussions with several 
potential acquisition and merger 
candidates. 

8. Applicant's efforts to engage in an 
operating business and the results of 
such efforts are detailed in a separate 
part of the application for which 
Applicant seeks confidential treatment 
under section 45{a) of the 1940 Act. 
Aside from such efforts, Applicant's 
activity is limited to managing the 
receipt and short-term investment of 
dividends received on the Consideration 
Shares, paying interest on Applicant's 
debt, borrowing money to fund interest 


payments, and preparing and monitoring 
filings with the SEC. 

9. The Conservation Shares are 
“restricted securities” since they were 
acquired directly from Pacific 
Enterprises in transactions not involving 
a public offering. Transferability of the 
Consideration Shares is further 
restricted by a private placement 
agreement with Pacific Enterprises, 
which gives Pacific Enterprises a right of 
first refusal to acquire the Consideration 
Shares. However, applicant has not 
viewed the foregoing restriction as an 
impediment to the expeditious transfer 
of such shares in connection with a 
merger or acquisition. Because 
Applicant seeks to acquire an operating 
business primarily through a leveraged 
buyout, Applicant believes that 
restrictions relating to the sale of the 
Consideration Shares wifl not negatively 
affect Applicant's ability to acquire an 
operating business. Even if Applicant 
must sell the Consideration Shares to 
acquire a of its 
demand and piggy-back registration 
rights under the agreement with Pacific 
Enterprises, management believes that 
the restrictions would not impede the 
sale of the shares. 

10. Applicant has retained the 
Consideration Shares received to 
preserve the maximum value of its 
assets. Liquidation of such shares would 
produce an amount of profit less than 
the face amount of Applicant's 
Debentures and Senior Stock. The sale 
of Consideration Shares prior to an 
acquisition would make servicing of 
Applicant’s debt more difficult, and may 
conceivably force Applicant into 
bankruptcy by accelerating payment of 
Pay 'n Save’s debt before it becomes 
due. Moreover, Applicant expects the 
Consideration Shares to appreciate 
considerably as interest rates decline. 
However, Applicant has agreed to sell 
the shares if necessary to acquire an 
operating business, or if it has not 
acquired a suitable company by March 
T, 1990. 

11. Applicant anticipates that it can 
complete an acquisition, merger or other 
transaction by March 1, 1990. 
Applicant's resources remain committed 
to the acquisition of new operating 
business. 


Applicant's Legal Analysis 
A. Section 6{c} 


1. The purchase of the Consideration 
Shares has caused over 90% of 
Applicant's assets to be “investment 
securities” within the meaning of the 
1940 Act. Section 3(a){3) of the 1940 Act 
defines an investment company to 
include any issuer that has more than 


40% of its assets invested in investment 
securities. Because application of 
section 3{a)(3} may cause Applicant to 
be deemed an investment company 
under the 1940 Act, and because 
Applicant's ome year safe harbor under 
Rule 3a—2 will expire on June 29, 1989, 
Applicant seeks the requested order to 
remove any uncertainty as te its status 
under the 1940 Act. 

2. The inability of Applicant to 
complete its transition to new operating 
businesses within one year after the 
Asset Sale is due to factors beyond its 
control. Almost all of Applicant's efforts 
since June 29, 1988, have been 
committed fo the acquisition of or the 
merger with operating businesses. 
Efforts to find an acquisition or merger 
candidate have taken longer than 
initially expected. The length of time 
required was not reasonably anticipated 
because of the abundance of potential 
candidates. 

3. The actions of Applicant's 
management since the Asset Sale reflect 
its good-faith efforts to become 
primarily engaged in non-investment 
company businesses. Applicant's 
principal stockholders and directors 
have been devoting substantially all of 
their time and energy to identifying and 
exploring potential businesses to merge 
with or acquire. 

4. Applicant has invested the cash 
received from the Asset Sale in 
securities solely to preserve its value 
pending application of suck assets to an 
operating business. Other than its 
holdings of its direct, and indirect 
wholly-owned subsidiaries, the 
Consideration Shares comprise the only 
equity investment of Applicant. 
Moreover, following the Asset Sale, 
Applicant has invested only in very 
short-term Euro-time deposits. Applicant 
has continued to hold the Consideration 
Shares to preserve the maximum value 
of its assets. The sale by Applicant of its 
Consideration Shares would 
unnecessarily impose an unfair burden 
on Applicant's stockholders and 
debenture holders. 

5. Applicant submits that the 
requested exemption is necessary and 
appropriate in the public interest. To 
require Applicant to register under the 
1940 Act for an interim period would 
serve no regulatory purpose and would 
effectively penalize Applicant and its 
public stockholders. 

6. Applicant also submits that the 
requested exemption would be 
consistent with the protection of 

s stockhoiders and investors. 
The stockholders and the investing 
public have been appraised of 
Applicant's intentions to become 
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engaged in an operating business, and 
have been informed of its progress in its 
Form 10-K’s and periodic filings under 
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934. 
Applicant has steadfastly pursued its 
announced objective to become 
primarily engaged in operating company 
businesses, and has not engaged in 
trading investment securities. 

7. Applicant concludes that the 
requested exemption would be 
consistent with the purposes fairly 
intended by the policy and provisions of 
the 1940 Act. 


B. Section 45(a) 


1. Disclosure of the information 
regarding Applicant's attempts to 
acquire an operating business is neither 
necessary nor appropriate in the public 
interest or for the protection of 
investors. Disclosure of such 
information will harm Applicant and its 
investors by making it more difficult in 
the future to find acquisition candidates 
who will be willing to enter into 
discussions with Applicant, since such 
discussions are generally eniered into 
on a confidential basis. 

2. No other public interest would be 
furthered by the disclosure of this 
information. While it is important for the 
SEC to review this information, public 
disclosure of this information would be 
inappropriate. The information 
regarding management's attempts to 
acquire an operating business should be 
considered Applicant's own proprietary 
information. By public disclosure, other 
persons may unfairly gain the benefit of 
this proprietary information belonging to 
Applicant. Moreover, such disclosure 
could result in a breach of 
confidentiality agreements with 
prospective acquisition or merger 
candidates. 

Applicant’s Conditions 

Applicant will comply with the 
following conditions if the requested 
order is granted: 

1. Applicant will not engage in the 
trading of investment securities for 
speculative purposes. 

2. Applicant will continue its efforts to 
become primarily engaged in a non- 
investment company business as soon 
as reasonably possible. 

3. Applicant will decrease the 
percentage of its total assets comprised 
of investment securities so as not to be 
an investment company with the 
meaning of the 1940 Act and the rules 
thereunder as soon as reasonably 
possible, and in any event, within the 
period during which the requested order 
is in effect. 

4. Applicant agrees that on the extent 
the cash dividends it receives on the 


Consideration Shares or the proceeds of 
the sale of investment securities are not 
otherwise expended for valid business 
purposes, such proceeds will be held 
only in United States government 
securities, short-term high quality money 
market instruments or short-term Euro- 
time deposits. In no event will the 
proceeds of the sale of investment 
securities be used to purchase 
additional investment securities. 
However, Applicant may purchase its 
own debentures in order to improve its 
financial condition. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

Jonathan G. Katz, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 89-15503 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


[Rel. No. IC-17029; 812-7338] 


Thomson McKinnon Investment Trust, 
et al.; Notice of Application 


June 23, 1989. 

AGENCY: Securities and Exchange 
Commission (“SEC”). 

ACTION: Notice of application for 
exemption under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940 (‘1940 Act”). - 


Applicants: Thomas McKinnon 
Investment Trust (“‘TMIT"), Cash 
Accumulation Trust, Thomson 
McKinnon Accumulation Plan Trust 
(collectively, “Investment Companies”), 
Thomson McKinnon Asset Management 
L.P. (“TMAMLP” or “Investment 
Adviser), and Prudential Securities 
Group Inc. (“Acquiror”). 

Relevant 1940 Act Sections: 
Exemption requested under section 6(c) 
of the 1940 Act from the provisions of 
section 15{a) of the 1940 Act. 

Summary of Application: Applicants 
seek an order: (i) Permitting the 
implementation without formal 
shareholder approval! of new investment 
advisory agreements between the 
Investment Companies and TMAMLP, 
and new sub-advisory agreements 
between TMAMLP and the sub-advisers 
to two series of TMIT, in each case as 
approved by the Investment Companies’ 
Boards of Trustees, (ii) permitting 
TMAMLP to receive from each 
Investment Company, subject to 
shareholder approval, fees earned under 
the new agreements from the date on 
which Acquiror first acquires more than 
25% of the outstanding voting securities 
of Thomson McKinnon Inc., (“TMI”) 
until the date the new advisory 
agreements and new sub-advisory 
agreements are approved or 
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disapproved by shareholders of the 
respective Investment Companies 
(“Interim Period"), which period shall 
not exceed 120 days, and (iii) to permit 
the sub-advisers to receive, subject to 
shareholder approval, fees earned under 
new sub-advisory agreements 
implemented during the Interim Period. 

Filing Date: The application was filed 
on June 14,1989, and was amended and 
restated on June 23, 1989. 

Hearing or Notification of Hearing: 
An order granting the application will be 
issued unless the Commission orders a 
hearing. Interested persons may request 
a hearing by writing the SEC’s Secretary 
and serving Applicant with a copy of the 
request, personally or by mail. Hearing 
request should be received by the SEC 
by 5:30 p.m. on July 14, 1989, and should 
state the nature of the requester’s 
interest, the reason for the request, and 
the issues contested. Hearing requests 
also should be accompanied by proof of 
service on the Applicants in the form of 
affidavits or, for lawyers, certificates of 
service. Requests for notification of a 
hearing may be made by writing to the 
SEC’s Secretary. 


ADDRESSES: Secretary, SEC, 450 5th 
Street, Washington, DC 20549. 
Applicants Investment Companies and 
TMAMLP, Financial Square, New York. 
New York 10005 and Acquiror, One 
Seaport Plaza, 199 Water Street, New 
York, New York, 10005. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Staff Attorney Cathey Baker (202) 272- 
3033 or Branch Chief Karen L. Skidmore 
(202) 272-3023 (Office of Investment 
Company Regulation). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
following is a summary of the 
application. The complete application is 
available for a fee. One may obtain a 
copy by going to the SEC’s Public 
Reference Branch or by telephoning the 
SEC’s commerical copier (800) 231-3282 
(in Maryland (301) 258-4300). 


Applicants’ Representations 


1. Each Investment Company is 
organized as a Massachusetts business 
trust, is registered under the 1940 Act as 
an open-end management investment 
company and is a “series company” as 
defined in Rule 18f-2 under the 1940 Act. 
TMAMLP serves as investment adviser 
to each Investment Company. Advisory 
fees paid to TMAMLP range from 0.325% 
per annum of average daily net assets to 
0.75% per annum of average daily net 
assets of the various series of the 
Investment Companies. TMAMLP, a 
Delaware limited partnership, is 
registered as an investment adviser 
under the Investment Advisers Act of 








Federal Register / Vol. 54, No. 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Notices 





27787 





1940 (“Advisers Act”). All of the limited 
partnerhship interests of TMAMLP are 
publicly held and are traded on the New 
York Stock Exchange under the symbol 
“TMA.” Thomson McKinnon Asset 
Management Inc. (“TMAM”), a wholly- 
owned subsidiary of TMI, holds all of 
the general partnership interest in 
TMAMELP. Acquiror is a wholly-owned 
subsidiary of The Prudential Insurance 
Company of America (“Parent’’). Van 
Eck Associates Corporation (“Van 
Eck”), an investment adviser registered 
under the Advisers Act, serves as sub- 
adviser to one series of TMIT, and 
Warburg Investment Management 
(“Warburg”) serves as sub-adviser to 
another series of TMIT. Under the sub- 
advisory agreements, TMAMLP pays to 
Van Eck and Warburg sub-advisory fees 
equal to 0.375% per annum and 0.40% per 
annum, respectively, of the average 
daily net assets of the applicable series 
of TMIT. 

2. TMI has been seeking an infusion of 
long-term capital since mid-1988. Serious 
negotiations between TMI and Acquiror 
began in May 1989, but it was not until 
June 5, 1989 that TMI focused 
exclusively upon a sale of TMI to 
Acquiror. Negotiations intensified 
during the week of June 5 and on the 
evening of June 8, the President of 
TMAMLP, who had first learned of a 
possible sale of TMI in late April and 
who was the only officer of TMAMLP to 
know of the negotiations with Acquiror 
until June 8, met with the Chairman of 
the Independent Trustees of the 
Investment Companies to explain that 
an acquisition of TMI by Acquiror was a 
realistic possibility. On Friday, June 9, 
all of the Trustees and counsel to the 
independent Trustees were notified of a 
meeting of the Boards of Trustees-of the 
Investment Companies to be held on the 
evening of Tuesday, June 13. 
Contingencies to the execution of a 
definitive agreement were not favorably 
resolved until the afternoon of June 13, 
and the transaction was not approved 
by Acquiror's Board of Directors until 
late afternoon. TMI announced the 
transaction at approximately 5:00 p.m. 

3. A definitive Stock Purchase 
Agreement (“Stock Purchase 
Agreement’) was executed as of June 
13, 1989 providing, among other things, 
for the acquisition by Acquiror of the 
entire equity interest of TMI. Upon 
completion of the transactions 
contemplated by the Stock Purchase 
Agreement (“Acquisition”), Acquiror (or 
another direct or indirect wholly owned- 
subsidiary of Parent) is expected to own 
all or substantially all of the outstanding 
voting securities of TMI. Conditions to 
consummation of the Acquisition 


include, among others: (i) Receipt of an 
order of the Commission granting the 
requested relief; (ii) repurchase by TMI 
of all of the TMI securities owned by an 
institutional investor; (iii) receipt of 
clearance from the New Jersey 
Departments of Banking and Insurance; 
(iv) expiration of waiting periods 
applicable under the Hart-Scott-Rodino 
Antitrust Improvement Act of 1978; and 
(iv) completion by the parties of due 
diligence. It is anticipated that the 
Acquisition will be consummated on or 
about July 17, 1989, in the requested 
order of the Commission is received and 
if all other conditions to consummation 
have been fulfilled. Because the 
Acquisition may be deemed to result in 
an indirect change in control of TMAM, 
the sole general partner of TMAMLP, 
and/or a change in control of TMAMLP 
itself, the acquisition may be deemed to 
result in an assignment within the 
meaning of section 2(a)(4) of the 1940 
Act of the existing investment advisory 
agreements of each of the Investment 
Companies with TMAMLP, terminating 
each investment advisory agreement 
and sub-advisory agreement pursuant to 
its terms. 

4. The Board of Trustees of each 
Investment Company was notified 
within hours of the execution of the 
Stock Purchase Agreement. The 
Applicants state that notification prior 
to that time would have been premature, 
since the terms of the transactions had 
not been finalized and it was uncertain 
that the parties would in fact reach 
agreement. At the meetings held on June 
13, 1989, the Boards of Trustees of each 
of the Investment Companies, including 
a majority of the Trustees who are not 
“interested persons” of the relevant 
Investment Company, as defined in 
section 2(a)(19) of the 1940 Act, met in 
person and concluded unanimously, 
with the advice of independent counsel, 
that it was in the best interests of each 
Investment Company and its 
shareholders to file the application as a 
necessary step in implementing new 
advisory and sub-advisory agreements 
during the Interim Period, so as to 
minimize the disruption in advisory 
services to each Investment Company. 
The Boards of Trustees have scheduled 
another in-person meeting on July 6, 
1989 to consider further the advisability 
of entering into new agreements 
providing fer advisory and sub-advisory 
services following the Acquisition. As 
part of that process, the Boards of 
Trustees, with the advice of independent 
counsel, will comply with the 
requirements of section 15(c) of the 1940 
Act. 


5. As soon as reasonably practicable, 
but within the Interim Period in any 
event, the Investment Companies will 
present for Board of Trustees and 
shareholder approval new agreements 
providing for advisory and sub-advisory 
services following the Acquisition. It is 
not possible for the Investment 
Companies to obtain such shareholder 
approval in accordance with section 
15(a) of the 1940 Act prior to the 
anticipated consummation of the 
Acquisition on July 17, 1989. As noted 
above, the Investment Companies had 
no advance notice of the proposed 
transactions. Shares of the Investment 
Companies are beneficially held by 
more than 500,000 shareholders. Since a 
“majority of the outstanding voting 
securities,” as defined in the 1940 Act, of 
each series of each Investment 
Company will be required to approve 
the new advisory arrangements, the 
Applicants believe that substantial time 
and effort will be necessary to obtain 
the required votes. Shareholders’ 
meetings require the preparation of 
proxy materials and subsequent 
clearance by the staff of the 
Commission, as well as a solicitation 
period that is sufficient to obtain the 
requisite quorum. Although the 
Investment Companies are preparing 
these materials as quickly as possible, it 
will be impossible to hold special 
meetings of shareholders before the 
Acquisition, as there will not be an 
adequate solicitation period to assure a 
quorum of shareholders at the meetings. 


Applicants’ Legal Conclusions 


The Applicants state that the 
requested order is necessary and 
appropriate in the public interest and 
consistent with the protection of 
investors and the purposes fairly 
intended by the policy and provisions of 
the 1940 Act for the reasons set forth 
below, as discussed more fully in the 
application. 

6. The management of TMI and those 
shareholders who are parties to the 
Stock Purchase Agreement considered 
and rejected two other ways of dealing 
with the effect of the proposed 
Acquisition upon the advisory 
agreements between TMAMLP and each 
of the Investment Companies. First, 
consummation of the Acquisition might 
have been conditioned upon the 
approval of the shareholders of all the 
Investment Companies. This approach 
was rejected because it would have 
meant a delay of up to 2% months in 
consummating the Acquisition, and such 
a delay would have adversely affected 
the interests of all parties. The 
Applicants note the likelihood, among 
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other things, that protracted uncertainty 
as to the future of TMI could cause 
substantial defections by the registered 
representatives of TMI's broker-dealer 
subsidiary, Thomson McKinnon 
Securities Inc. Such defections would 
adversely affect TMAMLP and the 
holders of its publicly-traded limited 
partnership units. Second, TMAMLP 
might have given the appropriate 60 
days notice to the Investment 
Companies, so that the investment 
advisory agreements would terminate 
upon the change of control in TMAMLP. 
This approach was rejected because it 
would have delayed the consummation 
of the Acguisition for at least sixty days. 
In addition to the adverse consequences 
of delay noted above, the Investment 
Companies would have been required 
either to reengage TMAMLP or to find a 
suitable replacement, and to obtain 
shareholder approval, all within the 60- 
day period, in order to avoid a potential 
disruption in investment services. 

7. It was decided that the interests of 
the shareholders of each of the 
Investment Companies, the stockholders 
of TMI and the unit holders of TMAMLP 
would be best served if the 
consummation of the Acquisition were 
made contingent upon the receipt of the 
relief requested in the application. The 
Applicants state that there will be no 
diminution in the scope and quality of 
services provided to the Investment 
Companies during the Interim Period. 
The new advisory and sub-advisory 
agreements to be implemented during 
this period will have the same terms and 
conditions as the existing agreements. 
Each Investment Company will receive 
the same investment advisory services 
as before, provided in the same manner, 
at the same fee levels, and, it is 
expected, by the same personnel. 
Advisory fees paid by an Investment 
Company during the Interim Period 
under a new advisory agreement will be 
maintained in an interest-bearing 
escrow account, and amounts in the 
account will be paid {a} to the 
Investment Adviser only upon approval 
by the shareholders of the Investment 
Company, or (b) absent such approval, 
to the Investment Company. The 
Applicants assert that this arrangement 
is in keeping with the provisions of Rule 
15a—4 (other than the provisions limiting 
the ability of persons affiliated with the 
advisor to profit from the assignment 
transaction) and the purposes of Section 
15 of the 1940 Act, since the Trustees of 
the Investment Companies will have 
approved the new advisory agreements 


prior to their implementation and since 
no fees will be paid unless the 
agreements are approved by the 
Investment Company shareholders. 

8. The Applicants submit that 
circumstances which have given rise to 
the request for relief are similar to those 
of other types of assignments that are 
not reasonably foreseeable. The 
extremely rapid culmination of the 
Parent-TMI negotiations did not present, 
and the form of transaction deemed 
most appropriate by Parent and TMI did 
not permit, an opportunity to secure 
prior approval of new advisory and sub- 
advisory agreements by shareholders of 
the Investment Companies. The 
Applicants further submit that to 
deprive TMAMLP of its customary fees 
for the Interim Period because the 
Acquisition may technically result in an 
assignment of the Investment 
Companies’ existing investment 
advisory agreements would be a harsh 
result and an unreasonable penalty to 
attach to the transaction. The 
Applicants believe that the requested 
120-day Interim Period will facilitate an 
orderly consideration of the advisory 
and sub-advisory agreements by the 
Investment Companies’ Boards of 
Trustees and shareholders. They assert 
that such an Interim Period is consistent 
with the provisions of Rule 15a—4 and 
the purposes of Section 15 of the 1940 
Act, as well as the corporate governance 
objectives of the 1940 Act. 

Applicants’ Conditions 

If the requested order is granted, the 
Applicants agree to the following 
conditions: 

1. The new advisory agreements to be 
implemented during the Interim Period 
will have the same terms and conditions 
as the existing advisory agreements, and 
the new sub-advisory agreements to be 
implemented during the Interim Period 
will have the same terms and conditions 
as the existing sub-advisory agreements. 

2. In considering new advisory and 
sub-advisory agreements to be 
implemented during the Interim Period, 
the Boards of Trustees of the Investment 
Companies, including a majority of 
members who are not “interested 
persons,” will take any additional steps 
which may be necessary to comply with 
the requirements of section 15{c) of the 
1940 Act. Upon completion of their 
review, the application will be amended 
promptly to reflect the Trustees’ formal 
conclusions and the bases therefor. 

3. Fees earned by the Investment 
Adviser and paid by an Investment 
Company during the Interim Period in 


Federal Register / Vol. 54, No. 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Notices 


accordance with the terms of a new 
advisory agreement will be maintained 
in an interest-bearing escrow account, 
and amounts in the account will be paid 
(a) to the Investment Adviser only upon 
approval by the shareholders of that 
Investment Company, or (b) in the 
absence of such approval, to the 
respective Investment Company. 

4. Acquiror (or an affiliate of 
Acqguiror) will pay the costs of preparing 
and filing the application and the costs 
of holding all special meetings of the 
Investment Companies’ shareholders 
necessitated by the Acquisition, 
including the cost of proxy solicitations. 
Additionally, Acquiror (or an affiliate of 
Acquiror) will pay the incremental costs 
necessitated by the Acquisition in 
connection with meetings of the 
Investment Companies’ shareholders. 

5. TMAMLP will take all appropriate 
steps so that the scope and quality of 
advisory and other services provided to 
the Investment Companies during the 
Interim Period will be at least 
equivalent, in the judgment of the 
respective Boards of Trustees, including 
a majority of the Trustees who are not 
“interested persons,” to the scope and 
quality of services previously provided. 
In the event of any material change in 
personnel providing services pursuant to 
the advisory or sub-advisory 
agreements, TMAMLP will apprise and 
consult with the Boards of Trustees of 
the affected Investment Companies in 
order to assure that they, including a 
majority of the Trustees who are not 
“interested persons,” are satisfied that 
the services provided will not be 
diminished in scope or quality. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, under delegated 
authority. 

Jonathan G. Katz, 

Secretary. — 

[FR Doc. 89-15504 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8019-01-M 


TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 


Environmental Impact Statement; Land 
Between The Lakes Natural Resource 
Menagement Plan 


AGENCY: Tennessee Valley Authority 
(TVA). 

ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 


SUMMARY: TVA will prepare a draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 
on a revised Natural Resource 
Management Plan for the Land Between 
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The Lakes (LBL) national recreation 
area. The LBL Natural Resource 
Management Plan sets forth policies, 
goals, objectives. and guidelines for 
management of forest, open lands, 
wildlife, fish, and water resources. The 
revision will incorporate more specific 
guidelines for enhancing and protecting 
soil and water quality, recreation, visual 
and cultural resources, and habitat for 
threatened and endangered plants and 
animals. TVA is inviting comments on 
the scope of the DEIS analysis. TVA 
also intends to conduct one or more 
public meetings to obtain review of and 
comments on the DEIS. 


DATES: Comments on the scope of the 
EIS must be received on or before July 
31, 1989. 


ADDRESSES: Comments on the scope of 
the EIS should be sent to M. Paul 
Schmierbach, Manager of 
Environmental Quality, Tennessee 
Valley Authority, 400 West Summit Hill 
Drive, 201 Summer Place Building, 
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902-1499, phone 
(615) 632-6578. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: R. 
Lynwood Smelser, Manager of Facilities 
and Land Management, Land Between 
The Lakes, Tennessee Valley Authority, 
100 Van Morgan Drive, Golden Pond, 
Kentucky 42211-9001, phone (502) 924- 
5602. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 1963, 
President Kennedy charged TVA with 
the responsibility of developing an area 
with limited natural resources into a 
national demonstration of outdoor 
recreation, environmental education, 
and resource management that would 
stimulate economic growth of the region. 

To accomplish this mandate, TVA 
established a 170,000-acre national 
recreation area (LBL) in western 
Kentucky and Tennessee bounded by 
TVA's Kentucky Lake to the west and 
the Corps of Engineers’ Lake Barkley to 
the east. 

Under TVA’s stewardship, the natural 
resources of LBL have been safeguarded 
and enhanced. The volume of standing 
timber in LBL has more than doubled. 
Reintroduction programs for previously 
extirpated species, such as bald eagles 
and osprey, have resulted in reproducing 
populations in and around the LBL 
region. LBL is known throughout the 
region for its white-tailed deer and 
Eastern wild turkey hunting 
opportunities. LBL currently contributes 
to a multimillion dollar tourism industry 
in the region by attracting nearly two 
million visitors annually for such 
purposes as camping, hiking, 
sightseeing, hunting, fishing, and 
interpretive center visits. 

The Natural Resource Management 


Plan for LBL was written in 1965. LBL 
resource management programs to 
implement the Natural Resource 
Management Plan have been developed 
and refined through an interagency 
interdisciplinary team approach with 
input from a variety of outside 
professionals and conservation 
organizations. Although the original 
mission of Land Between The Lakes has 
not changed and the basics of the plan 
are still thought to be sound, obtaining 
widespread public review of and input 
into the plan would assist TVA in its 
stewardship of LBL’s natural resources. 

An internal agency scoping committee 
has developed the following list of 
issues to be addressed in the DEIS: 
forest, open land, wildlife and water 
resources management practices; 
protection of threatened and endangered 
species; protection of archaeological and 
cultural resources: participation in the 
International Man and the Biosphere 
program; use of pesticides and tick 
control measures at LBL; and protection 
of soil and water quality. TVA requests 
comments on whether these issues are 
an adequate scope for the DEIS and on 
any additional issues which may need to 
be evaluated. 

Four general alternatives for 
management of LBL natural resources 
are proposed for evaluation in the DEIS: 

1. No change from current practices 
(no action). 

2. Modification of current practices to 
reflect increased public support for 
visual and other noncommodity 
resources. 

3. Increased production and 
harvesting of natural resources such as 
timber and game to sustainable yield 
levels. 

4. Cessation or substantial reduction 
of practices involving consumption of 
natural resources within LBL (this would 
substantially reduce or eliminate timber 
harvesting, hunting, fishing, and certain 
other recreational activities). 

After reviewing any comments, the 
scope of the DEIS will be set and the 
DEIS will be prepared. Notice of the 
availability of the DEIS will be 
published in the Federal Register and 
will be provided to ail individuals and 
organizations responding to this Notice 
of Intent. Notice of the availability of the 
DEIS will also be announced through 
newspapers, radio, and television in the 
LBL region. 

M. Paul Schmierbach, 

Manager of Environmental Quality. 

[FR Doc. 89-15433 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8120-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Coast Guard 
[CGD1-89-062] 


New York Harbor Traffic Management 
Advisory Committee; Meeting 


AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of Meeting. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 10{a)(2) of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(Pub. L. 92-463; 5 U.S.C. App. I), notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the New 
York Harbor Traffic Management 
Advisory Committee to be held on July 
27, 1989, in the Conference Room, 
second floor, U.S. Coast Guard Marine 
Inspection Office, Battery Park, New 
York, New York, beginning at 10:00 a.m. 

The agenda for this meeting of the 
New York Harbor Traffic Management 
Advisory Committee is as follows: 

1. Introductions. 

2. Update Kill Van Kull Dredging 
Project, proposed new navigation rules. 

3. Anchorage statistics. 

4. Discontinuation of the present 
committee. 

5.Topics from the floor. 

6. Review of agenda topics and 
selection of date for next meeting. 

The New York Harbor Traffic 
Management Advisory Committee has 
been established by Commander, First 
Coast Guard District to provide 
information, consultation, and advice 
with regard to port development, 
maritime trade, port traffic, and other 
maritime interests in the harbor. 
Members of the Committee serve 
voluntarily without compensation from 
the Federal Government. 

Attendance is open to the interested 
public. With advance notice to the 
Chairperson, members of the public may 
make oral statements at the meeting. 
Persons wishing to present oral 
statements should so notify the 
Executive Director no later than the day 
before the meeting. Any member of the 
public may present a written statement 
to the Committee at any time. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lieutenant Commander L. Brooks, 
USCG, Executive Secretary, NY Harbor 
Traffic Management Advisory 
Committee, Port Safety Ofice, Building 
109, Governors Island, New York, NY 
10004; or by calling (212) 668-7834. 


Dated: June 21, 1989. 
R. I. Rybacki, 


Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Commander, 
First Coast Guard District. 


[FR Doc. 89-15509 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M 
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Federal Aviation Administration 


Proposed Advisory Circular 120-XX; 
Radiation Exposure of Air Carrier 
Crewmembers 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of availability of 
proposed Advisory Circular 120—-XX, 
and request for comments. 


SUMMARY: This notice announces the 


availability of and requests comments 
on a proposed advisory circular (AC) 
pertaining to radiation exposure of air 
carrier crewmembers. This notice is 
necessary to give all interested persons 
an opportunity to present their views on 
the proposed AC. 

DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before August 29, 1989. 


ADDRESS: Send all comments on the 
proposed AC to: Federal Aviation 
Administration, Attention: Rules Docket 
(AGC-204), Docket No. Comments may 
be inspected at the above address 
between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. 
weekdays, except Federal holidays. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Andrew Horne, Office of Aviation 
Medicine {AAM-240) at the Address 
above, telephone (202) 267-3401. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Comments Invited 


A copy of the draft AC may be 
obtained by contacting the person 
named above under “FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION CONTACT.” Interested 
persons are invited to comment on the 
proposed AC by submitting such written 
data, views or arguments as they may 
desire. 

Commentors should identify AC 120- 
XX and submit comments, in duplicate, 
to the address specified above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments will be 
considered by the Office of Aviation 
Medicine before issuing the final AC. 


Background 


Advisory Circular 120-XX provides 
guidance material for air carrier 
crewmembers on occupational radiation 
exposure related to air travel. In 
addition to discussions on cosmic 
radiation and radioactive cargo, health 
risks are addressed. Also provided is a 
table containing dose equivalents from 
galactic cosmic radiation received on 
representative air carrier flights. The 
purpose of this advisory information is 
to provide a basis for crewmember 
selection of schedules in accordance 
with their concern related to personal 
exposure to cosmic radiation. 


Issued in Washington, DC, June 16, 1989. 
John J. Jordan, 
Deputy, Federal Air Surgeon, Office of 
Aviation Medicine. 
[FR Doc. 89-15489 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


Radio Technical Commission for 
Aeronautics (RTCA); Executive 
Committee Meeting 


Pursuant to section 10(a)(2)} of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463; 5 U.S.C. App. I), notice is 
hereby given for the Executive 
Committee Meeting to be held July 21, 
1989, in the RTCA Conference Room, 
One McPherson Square, 1425 K Street 
NW.., Suite 500, Washington, DC 20005, 
commencing at 9:30 a.m. 

The agenda for this meeting is as 
follows: (1) Chairman's remarks and 
introductions; (2) approval of the 
minutes of meeting held May 19; (3) 
Executive Director's report; (4) Special 
Committee Activities Report for May- 
June; (5) Fiscal and Management 
Subcommittee Report on Mid-Year 
Review of RTCA 1989 Budget; (6) 
consideration of proposals to establish 
new Special Committees; (7) 
consideration of approval of Special 
Committee 161 Report, “Minimum 
Aviation System Performance Standards 
for Radiodetermination Satellite Service 
(RDSS)”; and (8) other business. 

Attendance is open to the interested 
public but limited to space available. 
With the approval of the Chairman, 
members of the public may present oral 
statements at the meeting. Persons 
wishing to present statements or obtain 
information should contact the RTCA 
Secretariat, One McPherson Square, 
1425 K Street NW., Suite 500, 
Washington, DC 20005; (202} 682-0266. 
Any member of the public may present a 
written statement to the committee at 
any time. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on June 21, 1989. 
Geoffrey R. McIntyre, 

Designated Officer. 
[FR Doc. 89-15482 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13 


Radio Technical Commission for 
Aeronautics (RTCA), Special 
Committee 165—Minimum Operational 
Performance Standards for 
Aeronautical Mobile Satellite Services; 
Meeting 


Pursuant to section 10{a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463; 5 U.S.C. App. I), notice is 
hereby given for the third meeting of 
RTCA Special Committee 165 on 
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Minimum Operational Performance 
Standards for Aeronautical Mobile 
Satellite Services to be held July 26-28, 
1989, in the RTCA Conference Room, 
One McPherson Square, 1425 K Street, 
NW., Suite 500, Washington, DC 20005, 
commencing at 9:30 a.m. 

The agenda for this meeting is as 
follows: (1) Chairman's remarks; (2) 
approval of the second meeting's 
minutes, RTCA Paper No. 140-89/ 
SC165-16; (3) technical presentations; (4) 
Working Group reports on Equipment 
Standards Working Group (WG-1) 
Report, Operation and Implementation 
Working Group (WG-2) Report, and 
Service Performance Criteria Working 
Group (WG-3) Report; (5) review of 
overall draft progress; (6) Work Group 
sessions; (7) assignment of tasks; (8) 
other business; and (9) date and place of 
next meeting. 

Attendance is open to the interested 
public but limited to space available. 
With the approval of the Chairman, 
members of the public may present oral 
statements at the meeting. Persons 
wishing to present statements or obtain 
information should contact the RTCA 
Secretariat, One McPherson Square, 
1425 K Street, NW., Suite 500, 
Washington, DC 20005; (202) 682-0256. 
Any member of the public may present a 
written statement to the commitiee at 
any time. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on June 22, 1989. 
Geoffrey R. Mcintyre, 

Designated Officer. 
[FR Doc. 89-15483 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am| 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


Federal Railroad Administration 


Petition for Exemption or Waiver of 
Compliance, National Passenger 
Railroad Corp. 


In accordance with 49 CFR 211.9 and 
211.41, notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) 
has received requests for exemptions 
from or waivers of compliance with 
certain requirements of its safety 
standards. The individual petitions are 
described below, including the party 
seeking relief, the regulatory provisions 
involved, the nature of the relief being 
requested. 

Interested parties are invited to 
participate in these proceedings by 
submitting written views, data, or 
comments. FRA does not anticipate 
scheduling a public hearing in 
connection with these proceedings since 
the facts do not appear to warrant a 
hearing. If any interested party desires 
an opportunity for oral comment, 
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notification should be provided to FRA, 
in writing, before the end of the 
comment period and should specify the 
basis for the request. 

All communications concerning these 
proceedings should reference the 
appropriate docket numbers and must 
be submitted in triplicate to the Docket 
Clerk, Office of Chief Counsel, Federal 
Railroad Administraton, Nassif Building, 
400 Seventh Street, SW., Washington, 
DC 20590. Communications received 
before August 15, 1989, will be 
considered by FRA before final action is 
taken. Comments received after that 
date will be considered as far as 
practicable. All written communications 
concerning these proceedings are 
available for examination during regular 
business hours (9 a.m.-5 p.m.) in Room 
8201, Nassif Building, 400 Seventh 
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20590. 

The individual petitions seeking an 
exemption or waiver of compliance are 
as follows: 


National Railroad Passenger 
Co 


Waiver Petition Docket Numbers RST- 
83-1 and RST-87-1 


Note: These two docket numbers were 
assigned to cover serial requests for approval 
to adjust train speeds, New York to 
Washington and New Haven to Boston.) 


Docket Number RST-83-1 


The regulatory provision involved is 
§ 213.57(b) of the Federal Track Safety 
Standards. This section presents the 
specific algebraic expression, one that is 
based on the following general formula, 
used to calculate permissible train speed 
for curved railroad track: 

In the case of the Track Safety 
Standards, the term “p”, below, has the 
value of three inches. A definition of the 
concept of vehicle balance in curve 
negotiation appears on pages 38036 and 
following of the Federal Register, 
Volume 52, Number 197, October 13, 
1987. 


E,+u 
.0007D 


Vmax - 


where: 

E,=actual elevation of outside rail 
(superelevation) in inches, 

u=amount of superelevation unbalance in 
inches, 

D=curvature in degrees of arc, 

and 


Vmax =maximum allowable operating speed 
in miles per hour. 


The petitioner requests that 
compliance with the three-inch 
underbalance limit be waived for 
passenger trains operating between 
New York City and Washington, DC and 
that the use of four inches be approved 
as the value of “u” in redefining 
passenger train curving speeds in this 
territory. 

If FRA were to approve this request, 
the petitioner would be authorized to 
increase train speed by up to 15 miles 
per hour on certain curves along the 
route, New York to Washington. The 
majority of speed changes would be in 
the five to ten mile per hour range. 


Docket Number RST-87-1 


The same regulatory provision noted 
above is at issue in this case, but the 
route location differs, being New Haven, 
Connecticut to Boston, Massachusetts, 
and the requested value for the term “u” 
in the formula is five inches. Passenger 
trains now are authorized, pursuant to 
an existing FRA waiver to negotiate 
curves in this region at speeds producing 
four inches of superelevation unbalance. 

The petitioner's objective in 
submitting these two waiver requests is 
the improvement of passenger train trip 
times between the two city-pairs. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on June 20, 1989. 
Phil Olekszyk, 

Deputy Associate Administrator for Safety. 
[FR Doc. 89-15510 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-06-M 





DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Customs Service 
{T.D. 89-64] 


Commercial Gauger Approval 


AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service, 
Department of the Treasury. 
ACTION: Notice of Approval of a 
Commerical Gauge. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to §151.13 of the 
Customs Regulations (19 CFR151.13), 
Sabine Surveyors, 9509 Highway 69 Port 
Arthur, Texas, 77640 applied to Customs 
for aproval to gauge imported petroleum 
and petroleum products. Customs has 
determined that Sabine meets all of the 
requirements for approval as a 
commercial gauger. 


In accordance with § 151.13{e) of the 
Customs Regulations, Sabine Surveyors, 
Inc., is hereby granted approval to guage 
the products named above in all 
Customs districts. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 30, 1989. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Donald A. Cousins, Office of 
Laboratories and Scientific Services, 
U.S. Customs Service, 1301 Constitution 
Avenue, NW, Washington, DC 20229 
(202-566-2446) 

Dated: June 23, 1989. 
John B. O'Loughlin, 
Director, Office of Laboratories and Scientific 
Service. 
[FR Doc. 89-15432 Filed 9-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4820-02-M 


Fiscal Service 
[Dept. Circ. 570, 1988—Rev., Supp. No. 19] 


Casualty Insurance Co. 


Notice is hereby given that the 
Certificate of Authority issued by the 
Treasury to National General Fire & 
Casualty Insurance Company, of 
Jackson, Mississippi, under the United 
States Code, Title 31, Sections 9304— 
9308, to qualify as an acceptable surety 
on Federal bonds is terminated effective 
today. 

The Company was last listed as an 
acceptable surety on Federal bonds at 
53 FR 25069, July 1, 1988. 

With respect to any bonds currently in 
force with National General Fire & 
Casualty Insurance Company, bond- 
approving officers for the Government 
may let such bonds run to expiration 
and need not secure new bonds. 
However, no new bonds should be 
accepted from the Company. In addition, 
bonds that are continuous in nature 
should not be renewed. 

Questions concerning this notice may 
be directed to the Department of the 
Treasury, Financial Management 
Service, Finance Division, Surety Bond 
Branch, Washington, DC 20227, 
telephone (202) 287-3921. 

Mitchell A. Levine, 
Assistant Commissioner, Comptroller, 
Financial Management Service. 


Dated: June 26, 1989. 
[FR Doc. 89-15493 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4810-35-M 
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Sunshine Act Meetings 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices of meetings published 
under the “Government in the Sunshine 
Act” (Pub. L. 94-409) 5 U.S.C. 552b(e)(3). 


COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION 

TIME AND DATE: 2:45 p.m., Thursday, 
June 29, 1989. 

PLACE: 2033 K St., NW., Washington, 
DC, 8th Floor Hearing Room. 
STATuS: Closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 
Enforcement Matters 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Jean A. Webb, 254-6314. 
Jean A. Webb, 

Secretary of the Commission. 

[FR Doc. 89-15632 Filed 6-28-89; 3:58 pm] 
BILLING CODE 6351-01-M 


NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS 
AND THE HUMANITIES 

INSTITUTE OF MUSEUM SERVICES 
ACTION: Notice of Meeting. 

suMMARY: This notice sets forth the 
agenda of a forthcoming meeting of the 
National Museum Services Board. This 
notice also describes the functions of 
the Board. Notice of this meeting is 
required under the Government in the 
Sunshine Act (Public Law 94409) and 
regulations of the Institute of Museum 
Services, 45 CFR 1180.84. 

TIME AND DATE: 9:00 a.m., Friday, July 
21st, 1989. 

STATUS: Open and Closed. 

ADDRESS: The National Gallery of Art, 
Constitution Avenue & Sixth Street, 
NW., Washington, DC 20565, (202) 737- 
4215. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
William Laney, Executive Assistant to 
the National Museum Services Board, 


Room 510, 1100 Pennsylvania Avenue 
NW., Washington, DC 20506 (202) 786- 
0536. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
National Museum Services Board is 
established under the Museum Services 
Act, Title II of the Arts, Humanities, and 
Cultural Affairs Act of 1976, Public Law 
94-462. The Board has responsibility for 
the general policies with respect to the 


powers, duties, and authorities vested in’ 


the Institute under the Museum Services 
Act. 

The meeting of July 21, 1989 will be 
open to the public from 9 a.m. through 
discussion of agenda item number III, 
section (b), closed to the public through 
item number III, section (b), and open to 
the public through section IV. The 
meeting will be closed to the public for a 
review of agenda item number III, 
section (b) pursuant to paragraphs 6, 9, 
(b), and other relevant provisions of 
subsection (c) of Section 552 of Title 5, 
United States Code. The Board will 
consider information that may disclose: 
Information of a personal nature the 
disclosure of which would constitute a 
clearly unwarranted invasion of privacy; 
and information the disclosure of which 
might significantly impede 
implementation of proposed agency 
actions related to the grant award 
process. 

If you should require special 
accommodations due to a disability, 
please contact: Institute of Museum 
Services, Room 510—1100 Pennsylvania 
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20506, 
(202) 786-0536, TDD (202) 682-5496 at 
least seven (7) days prior to the meeting 
date. 

A True Copy, National Museum Services 
Board (NMSB), July 21, 1989 Meeting Agenda 


I. NMSB Chairman’s Report & Approval of 
Minutes of April 27, 1989 NMSB Meeting 
II. IMS Director's Report 


Federal Register 
Vol. 54, No. 125 


Friday, June 30, 1989 


Ill. IMS Program Report (PARTIAL CLOSED 
SECTION) 
(a) General Operating Support (GOS) 
(b) Applications (CLOSED SECTION) 
(c) Conservation Program (CP) & CAP 
(d) Museum Assessment Program (MAP) 
(e) Professional Services Program (PSP) 
IV. General Operating Support Committee 
Report 
Dated: June 26, 1989. 
Lois Burke Shepard, 
Director, Institute of Museum Services. 
[FR Doc. 89-15615 Filed 6-28-89; 3:56 pm] 


BILLING CODE 7036-01-M 


UNITED STATES INSTITUTE OF PEACE 
DATE: Thursday, July 6, 1989. 
TIME: 9:15 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. 


PLACE: The United States Institute of 
Peace, 1550 M Street, NW., ground floor 
(conference room). 


STATUS: Open session—Thursday 9:15 
a.m. to 5:30:p.m. (portions may be closed 
pursuant to subsection (c) of section 
552(b) of title 5, United States Code, as 
provided in subsection 1706(h)(3) of the 
United States Institute of Peace Act, 
Pub. L. (98-525). 


AGENDA: (TENTATIVE): Meeting of the 
Board of Directors convened. 
Chairman's Report. President's Report. 
Committee Reports. Consideration of the 
Minutes of the Thirty-third meeting of 
the Board. Consideration of grant 
application matters. 


CONTACT: Ms. Olympia Diniak. 
Telephone (202) 457-1700. 

Dated: June 26, 1989. 
Bernice J. Carney, 
Administrative Officer, The United States 
Institute of Peace. 
[FR Doc. 89-15580 Filed 6-28-89; 10:22 am] 
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Corrections 


This. section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains editorial corrections of previously 
published Presidential, Rule, Proposed 
Rule, and Notice documents. These 
corrections are prepared by the Office of 
the Federal Register. Agency prepared 
corrections are issued as signed 
documents and appear in the appropriate 
document categories elsewhere in the 
issue. 





DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service 


7 CFR Part 371 
[Docket No. 88-402] 


Organization, Functions, and 
Delegations of Authority 


Correction 


In rule document 89-12914 beginning 
on page 23193 in the issue of 
Wednesday, May 31, 1989, make the 
following correction: 

§ 371.12 [Corrected] 


On page 23204, in the first column, in 
§ 371.12(d)(2), in the sixth line, “waiver” 
should read “water”. 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Department of the Army 

32 CFR Part 518 

[Army Reg. 340-17] 


Release of Information and Records 
From Army Files; Special Designation 
of Initial Denial Authority 


Correction 


In rule document 89-5768 appearing on 
page 10541 in the issue of Tuesday, 
March 14, 1989, make the following 
correction: 


§ 518.15 [Corrected] 


In the second column, in § 518.15, the 
paragraph designated (a)(4)(viii) should 
be designated (a)(4)(xviii). 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 


DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 


34 CFR Parts 75, 76, 77, 78, 200, and 
204 


Chapter 1 Program in Local 
Educational Agencies 


Correction 


In rule document 89-11897 beginning 
on page 21752 in the issue of Friday, 
May 19, 1989, make the following 
corrections: 

1. On page 21752, in the third column, 
under Major Changes from the NPRM, 
in the eighteenth line, “In”, should read 
“The”. 

2. On the same page, in the same 
column, under Major Changes from the 
NPRM, in the 23rd line, “officials” and 
“various” were misspelled. 

3. On the same page, in the same 
column, under What Definitions Apply 
to the Chapter 1 LEA Program? (§ 200.6), 
in the 14th line, insert “a” after “of”. 

4. On page 21753, in the second 
column, in the last line, “and” should 
read “an”. 

5. On the same page, in the 3rd 
column, in the 13th line, “‘commingly 
should read “commingling”; and in the 
26th line, after “funds” insert “under”. 

6. On page 21754, in the 1st column, in 
the 12th line, “on” should read “of”; and 
in the 18th line, “if” should read “If”. 

7. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the first complete paragraph, 


in the third line, “‘and” should read “an”. 


8. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the second complete 
paragraph, in the ninth line, “and” 
should read “or”. 

9. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the same paragraph, in the 
17th line, “either” was misspelled. 

10. On the same page, in the 2nd 
column, in the 13th line, “approving” 
was misspelled. 


PART 200-[CORRECTED] 


11. On page 21756, in the second 
column, in the table of contents to Part 
200, under Subpart D, in § 200.37, in the 
first line, insert “an” before “SEA'S”. 


§ 200.20 [Corrected] 


12. On page 21759, in the third column, 
in § 200.20(b) introductory text, the 
second line should read “application. 
An application must be —”. 


- Federal Register 


27793 


Vol. 54, No. 125 


Friday, June 30, 1989 


§ 200.22 [Corrected] 

13. On page 21760, in the first column, 
in § 200.22(b), in the fifth line, remove 
“4-"", 

§ 200.23 [Corrected] 

14. On the same page, in the second 
column, in § 200.23{b)(1)(i), in the fifth 
line, the first “of’ should read “to”. 


§ 200.25 [Corrected] 

15. On the same page, in the third 
column, in § 200.25(a)({1)(i), in the second 
line, “country” should read “county”. 

16. On page 21761, in the first column, 
in § 200.25(b)(2){ii), in the fifth line, 
“proposes” should read “purposes”. 


§ 200.30 [Corrected] 


17. On the same page; in the third 
column, in § 200.30({a}(3) introductory 
text, in the first line, “fund” should read 
“funds”. 

18. On page 21762, in the first column, 
in § 200.30(b)(2)(ii)(A), in the ninth line, 
“are” should read “and”. 


§ 200.35 [Corrected] 

19. On page 21764, in the third column, 
in § 200.35(a)(2)(ii), in the Example, in 
the fourth line, “springtesting” should 
read “spring-spring testing”. 


§ 200.37 [Corrected] 

20. On page 21766, in the second 
column, in § 200.37(b)({1)(ii)(B), in the 
first line, after “Develop” insert “and”. 


§ 200.38 [Corrected] 

21. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the heading to § 200.38, 
“involvement” should read 
“improvement”. 

22. On page 21768, in the first column, 
in § 200.38(d)(1)(ii), in the first line, 
“show” should read “shows”. 


§ 200.39 [Corrected] 


23. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the heading to § 200.39, 
“many” should read, “may”. 

24. On the same page, in the same 
column, in § 200.39({a)(1), in the first line, 
“Similarly” was misspelled. 

25. On the same page, in the second 
column, in § 200.39(a)(2)(i), in the second 
line, “similarly” was misspelled. 


§ 200.41 [Corrected] 

26. On the same page, in the same 
column, in § 200.41(a)(1), in the second 
line, “and” should read “an”; in the 
eighth line, “education” was misspelled; 








27794 


and in the ninth line, “less” was 
misspelled. 

27. On the same page, in the same 
column, in § 200.41(a){2), in the third 
line, “preceding™ was misspelled. 


§ 200.42 [Corrected] 

28. On page 21769, in the first column, 
in § 200.42(b)({2), in the Example, in the 
first line “and” should read “an”. 


§ 200.43 [Corrected] 

29. On the same page, in the second 
column, in § 200.43{c)(2), in the second 
line, “and” should read “an”. 


§ 200.44 [Corrected} 

30. On the same page, in the third 
column, in § 200.44ja), in the second 
line, “and” should read “an”; and in the 
fourth line, before “practicable” insert 
“extent ”. 


§ 200.45 [Corrected] 

31. On the same page, in the same 
column, in § 200.45(a}{1}{ii), in the 
second line, remove “in”. 


§ 200.57 [Corrected] 

32. On page 21772, in the first column, 
in § 200.57(c)}(1}{i), in the third line “of” 
should read “or”. 

33. On the same page, in the same 
column, in § 200.57(c){1)fii), in the 
second line, “lease” should read “least”; 
and in the third line, the first “of’ should 


read “or”. 


§ 200.58 [Corrected] 

34. On the same page, in the same 
column, in § 200.58{a)}{2), in the third 
iine, the first “of* should read “or”. 

35. On the same page, in the same 
column, in § 200.58({c), in the second line, 
“receive” should read “received”. 


§ 200.70 [Corrected] 

36. On the same page, in the third 
column, in § 200.70{e)(1)(ii), in the first 
line, “is” should read “in”. 


§ 200.71 [Corrected] 


37. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the heading of § 200.71, in the 
first line, “pay” should read “paid”. 

38. On the same page, in the same 
column, in § 200.71{a), in the second 
line, “used” should read “use”. 


§ 200.73 [Corrected] 

39. On page 21773, in the second 
column, in § 200.73, in the introductory 
text, in the first line, “procedure” should 
read “procedures”. 


§ 200.60 [Corrected] 


40. On the same page, in the third 
column, in the heading of § 200.80, in the 
first line, “and” should read “an”. 


41. On the same page, in the same 
column, in § 200.80(a)(1)(ii), in the 
second line, “and” should read “an”. 

42. On the same page, in the same 
column, in § 200.80, in paragraph (a)(2), 
the paragraph designated (1)(A) should 
be designated (i){A). 


Appendix ([Corrected} : 

43. On page 21777, in the Appendix, in 
the second column, the heading that 
reads “Section 200.4 What King of 
Activities May an LEA Conduct?" 
should read “Section 200.4 What Kind of 
Activities May an LEA Conduct?" 

44. On page 21778, in the second 
column, in the third complete paragraph, 
in the sixth line, “Educational” should 
read “Education”. 

45. On the same page, in the third 
column, in the first Comment paragraph, 
in the tenth line, “recommended” was 
misspelled. 

46. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the Changes paragraph, in 
the sixth line, “designed” should read 
“designated”. 

47. On page 21779, in the first column, 
in the second line, insert “a” before 
“grade”. 

48. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the second Discussion 
paragraph, in the seventh line, “This” 
should read “Thus”. 

49. On the same page, in the second 
column, in the first Discussion 
paragraph, in the fourth line, the first 
“of” should read “or”. 

50. On the same page, in the same 
column,in.the third Changes paragraph, 
in the second line, insert “been” after 
“have”. 

51. On the same page, in the third 
column, in the first Discussion 
paragraph, in the second line, after “as” 
insert “a”; and in the fifth line, “district 
wide” should read “districtwide”. 

52. On page 21781, in the 3rd column, 
in the last Discussion paragraph, in the 
10th line, “eligibility” was misspelled. 

53. On page 21782, in the third column, 
in the first line, “provisions” should read 
“provision”. 

54. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the first Discussion 
paragraph, in the third line, “groups” 
should read “group”. 

55. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the first Changes paragraph, 
in the fifth line, “provisions” should read 
“provision”. 

56. On page 21784, in the 1st column, 
in the 2nd Discussion paragraph, in the 
12th line, “number of” should read 
“number or”. 

57. On page 21785, in the third column, 
in the second Comment paragraph, in 
the second line, “recommend” should 
read “recommended”. 
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58. On page 21787, in the 1st column, 
in the 2nd Discussion paragraph, in the 
12th line, “Chapter program” should 
read “Chapter 1 program”. 

59. On page 21788, in the second 
column, in the first Discussion 
paragraph, in the third line, remove the 
colon and insert a semicolon. 

60. On page 21789, in the second 
column, in the fourth line, “and” should 
read “are”. 

61. On the same page, in the third 
column, in the first line, “and SEA” 
ahould read “an SEA”. 

62. On page 21792, in the first column, 
in the fourth Discussion paragraph, in 
the first line, “Section 2001.36” should 
read “Section “200.36”. 

63. On the same page, in the third 
column, in the first Discussion 
paragraph, in the fifth line, “and” should 
read “an”. 

64. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the second Cha 
paragraph, in the fifth line, “the LEAs” 
should read “that LEAs”. 

65. On page 21793, in the first column, 
in the first Comments paragraph, in the 
third line, “§ 200.37(a)(iv)” should read 
“§ 200.37(a){2){iv)”. 

66. On the same page, in same column, 
in the 1st Discussion paragraph, in the 
16th line, “the SEAs” should read “that 
SEAs”. 

67. On the same page, in the 3rd 
column, in the 17th line, “to these” 
should read “‘of these”. 

68. On page 21794, in the 1st column, 
in the 1st Discussion paragraph, in the 
16th line, before “performance” insert 
“while”. 

69. On page 21795, in the 1st column, 
in the 2nd Discussion paragraph, in the 
12th line, “the requirement” should read 
“that requirement”. 

70. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the second Comment 
paragraph, in the fourth line, “the” 
should read “that”. 

71. On the same page, in the 2nd 
column, in the 1st Discussion paragraph, 
in the 13th line, “It” should read “If”. 

72. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the second paragraph, in the 
third line, “certain” was misspelled. 

73. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the Changes paragraph, in 
the first line, “Definition” should read 
“Definitions”; and in the third line, 
“has” should read “have”. 

74. On the same page, in the third 
column, in the second Discussion 
paragraph, in the third line, “the SEAs” 
should read “that SEAs”. 

75. On page 21797, in the 1st column, 
in the 1st Discussion paragraph, in the 
2nd line, “LES” should read “LEA”; and 
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in the 15th line, “allocation” should read 
“allocating”. 

76. On the same page, in the second 
column, in the first Discussion 
paragraph, in the second line, “and” 
should read “an”. 

77. On the same page, in the same 

‘ column, in the second Comment 
paragraph, in the fourth line, “need” 
should read “needs”. 

78. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the second Discussion 
paragraph, in the ninth line, “two more” 
should read “two or more”. 

79. On the same page, in the 3rd 
column, in the 1st Discussion paragraph, 
in the 16th line, “student's needs” should 
read ‘students’ needs” 

80. On page 21802, in the first column, 
in the second Discussion paragraph, in 
the 12th line, remove the last “s”. 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


Notice of Agreement(s) Filed 
Correttion 


In notice-document 89-14732 
appearing on page 26249 in the issue of 
Thursday, June 22, 1989, make the 
following corrections: 

1. In the second page-column, 
immediately after the second paragraph 
of the document, insert the following: 

Agreement No.: 224-200256 

2. In the same column, immediately 
above the fifth line from the bottom, 
insert the following: 

Agreement No.: 224-200102-002 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 


GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 


41 CFR Subtitle F 
[FTR Temporary Reg. 2] 


Use of Contract Airline/Rail Passenger 
Service Between Selected Cities/ 
Airports 


Correction 


In rule document 89-10883 beginning 
on page 20357 in the issue of 
Wednesday, May 10, 1989, make the 
following corrections: 

1. On page 20358, in the first column, 
under “Acting Administrator of General 
Services.”, insert “Attachment A”. 

2. On the same page, in the second 
column, in paragraph 3a, the last line 


should read “75-2/MCO P4600.14B/ 
DLAR 4500.3.)” 

3. On page 20359, in the first column, 
in paragraph d, in the fourth line, “CA” 
should read “—CA”. 

4. On the same page, in the third 
column, in paragraph b({2), in the third 
line, “consistent” chould read 
“inconsistent”. 

5. On the same page, in the same 
column, in paragraph c, in the 11th line, 
“or” should read “of”. 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Land Management 
[AZ-920-09-4212-13; A-23589] 


Arizona; Exchange of Public and 
Private Lands in Mohave, Pinal and 
Yavapai Counties 


Correction 


In notice document 89-12006 
appearing on page 21676 in the issue of 
Friday, May 19, 1989, make the following 
correction: 

In the second column, under “Parcel 
II—Surface Only” in the second line, 
“E%, E%xW'” should read “E%, 
EXW'*”. 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Land Management 
[CA-940-09-4212-13; CACA 19657] 


California; Realty Action; Exchange of 
Public and Private Lands in Lassen 
and Modoc Counties and Order 
Providing for Opening of Public Land 


Correction 


In notice document 89-9142 beginning 
on page 15565 in the issue of Tuesday, 
April 18, 1989, make the following 
corrections: 

1. On page 15566, in the first column, 
under “Parcel No. 2” in the third line, 

“WSE'%” should read “W42SW%4”. 

2. On the same page, in the 2nd 
column, in the 2nd complete paragraph, 
in the 8th line, “well tunnels” should 
read “wells, tunnels”; and in the 15th 
line, “well,” should read “wells”. 
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3. On the same page, in the same 
column, under “Parcel No. 1”, the third 
line should read “Sec. 12, SW%4NE%, 
E%SW ‘4, W2SE%”. 

4. On the same page, in the third 
column, in the second complete 
paragraph, in the fourth line, “with in 
all” should read “with all”. 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 


[Inv. No. 337-TA-256] 


Certain Cryogenic Ultramicrotome 
Apparatus and Thereof; 
Determination Not To Review Initial 
Determination Terminating 
investigation 


Correction 


In notice document 89-14146 beginning 
on page 25350 in the issue of 
Wednesday, June 14, 1989, the heading 
was incomplete and should appear as 
set forth above. 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


49 CFR Part 1152 
{Ex Parte No. 274 (Sub-No. 20)] 


Rail Abandonments—Avoidability of 
Property Tax Expense Under the Unit 
Method of Assessment 


Correction 


In rule document 89-14655 beginning 
on page 26045 in the issue of 
Wednesday, June 21, 1989, make the 
following corrections: 

1. On page 26045, in the third column, 
in the first complete paragraph, in the 
seventh line, “and” should read “as”. 


§ 1152.32 [Corrected] 

2. On page 26046, in the first column, 
the heading that reads “§ 1152.31 
[Amended]” should read “§ 1152.32 
[Amended]”. 

3. On the same page, in the same 
column, the paragraph designated (j)(i) 
should be designated {j)(1). 

4. On the same page, in the second 
column, in § 1152.32(j)(2), in the second 
line, “such a” should read “such as”. 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Coast Guard 

33 CFR Part 165 

{CGD7 87-38] 


Security Zone; Port Canaveral Harbor, 
Cape Canaveral, FL 
Correction 


In rule document 88-22715 appearing 
on page 33718 in the issue of Monday, 
October 3, 1988, make the following 
correction: 


§ 165.705 [Corrected] 


In the third column, in the heading to 
§ 165.705, remove “is”. 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
FISCAL SERVICE 
(Dept. Circular 570; 1989 Rev.) 


COMPANIES HOLDING CERTIFICATES OF AUTHORITY AS ACCEPTABLE SURETIES ON 
FEDERAL BONDS AND AS ACCEPTABLE REINSURING COMPANIES 


Effective: July 1, 1989 


This Circular is published annually, as of July 1, solely for the 
information of Federal bond-approving officers and persons required to 
give bonds to the United States. Copies of this Circular and other 
information pertinent to Federal sureties may be obtained from: Surety 
Bond Branch, Financial Management Service, Department of the Treasury, 
Washington, DC 20227. Telephone: (202) 287-3921. Interim changes are 
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER as they occur. 


The following companies have complied with the law and the 


regulations of the Department of the Treasury and are acceptable as 
sureties and reinsurers on Federal bonds under Sections 9304 to 9308 of 
Title 31 of the United States Code (See Note a/). 


adhd 


Mitchell A. Levine 
Assistant Commissioner, Canptroller 
Financial Management Service 


IMPORTANT INFORMATION IS CONTAINED IN THE NOTES AT THE END OF THIS 
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ACCELERATION NATIONAL INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 475 Metro 
Place North, P.O. Box 7000, Dublin, OH 43017. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
-$1,146,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AK, AS, AR, CA, CT, FL, GU, HI, 
ME, MA, NH, NY, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. 


Accredited Surety and Casualty Company, Inc. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 918 
South Orange Avenue, Orlando, FL 32806. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$391,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: AL, FL, GA, IN, LA, MS, VA. INCORPORATED IN: 
Florida. 


The Aetna Casualty and Surety Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 151 Farmington 
Avenue, Hartford, CT 06156. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $170,183,000. SURETY 


LICENSES c/: All except AS. INCORPORATED IN: Connecticut. 


Aetna Casualty and Surety Company of Illinois. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1020 
3lst Street, Downers Grove, IL 60515. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$45,023,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: 
Illinois. 


Aetna Life and Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 151 Farmi 
Avenue, Hartford, CT 06156. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $331,050,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: CT, DC. INCORPORATED IN: Connecticut. 


Affiliated FM Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 7500, 
Johnston, RI 02919. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $4,561,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: All except AS, GU. INCORPORATED IN: Rhode Island. 


Alaska Pacific Assurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 2525 "C" Street, 
Suite 400, Anchorage, AK 99503. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $2,382,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: PK, AL, CA, CO, DE, we, FL, GA, ID, IL, IN, IA, KS, KY, 
MD, MI, MS, MO, NE, NM, SD, TX, UT, W, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Alaska. 


Allegheny Mutual Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1116, 
Meadville, PA 16335. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $362,000. SURETY LICENSES 
C/: DC, FL, IL, IN, LA, MD, MI, NJ, CH, OK, PA, TN, TX, WI. INCORPORATED IN: 
Pennsylvania. 


Allendale Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 7500, 
Johnston, RI 02919. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $40,339,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: All except AS, GU. INCORPORATED IN: Rhode Island. 


Allied Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 701 Fifth Avenue, 
Des Moines, IA 50309. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $11,938,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: AZ, AR, CA, CO, ID, IL, IN, IA, KS, MN, MO, MI, NE, NV, MM, ND, 
OK, OR, SD, TX, UT, WA, WI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Iowa. 


Allstate Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Allstate Plaza, 
Northbrook, IL 60062. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $415,414,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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American Automobile Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 777 San Marin 
Drive, Novato, CA 94998. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $9,820,000. SURETY 


LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, MA, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Missouri. 


AMERICAN BANKERS INSURANCE COMPANY OF FLORIDA. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 11222 
Quail Roost Dr., Miami, FL 33157. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $7,225,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GJ, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Florida. 


American Bonding Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 7470 North Figueroa Street, 
Los Angeles, CA 90041-1717. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $508,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: AK, AZ, AR, CA, OO, DC, HI, ID, IA, KS, MO, MI, NE, NV, NM, OK, 
OR, TX, UT, WA. INCORPORATED IN: Nebraska. 


American Casual of Readi lvania. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
CNA Plaza, Chicago, IL 60685. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $14,800,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GJ, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Pennsylvania. 


American Economy Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 500 North 
Meridian Street, Indianapolis, IN 46204. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$25,113,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, CI, GJ, NH, NJ, PR, VI. 
INCORPORATED IN: Indiana. 


American Employers' Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Beacon 
Street, Boston, MA 02108. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $9,987,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GJ, PR. INCORPORATED IN: Massachusetts. 


American Fidelity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 960, Manchester, 
NH 03107. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,073,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: AK, 
CT, DC, IA, ME, MD, MA, MS, NH, ND, OK, RI, SD, UT, VI, WV. INCORPORATED IN: 
Vermont. 


American Fire and Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 136 North Third 
Street, Hamilton, OH 45025. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $6,992,000. SURETY 


LICENSES c/: AL, AR, OO, DC, FL, GA, KS, KY, LA, MD, MS, NC, OK, SC, TN, TX, 
VA. INCORPORATED IN: Florida. 


American General Fire and Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. 
Box 1502, Houston, TX 77001. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $3,537,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: AR, LA, NM, OK, TX. INCORPORATED IN: Texas. 


American Guarantee and Liability Insurance - BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
800 North Plaza Drive, Schaumburg, IL 60196. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$4,388,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, HI, PR, VI. INCORPORATED 
IN: New York. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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American Home Assurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 70 Pine Street, New 
York, NY 10270. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $58,542,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: 
All except AS. INCORPORATED IN: New York. 


The American Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 777 San Marin Drive, 
Novato, CA 94998. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $30,219,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: All except AS, MA. INCORPORATED IN: New Jersey. 


American Manufacturers Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
Long Grove, IL 60049. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $12,152,000. SURETY 


LICENSES c/: All except GU, PR. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


American Motorists Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Long Grove, IL 
60049. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $31,535,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All 


except GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


American National Fire Insurance Campany. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 580 Walnut 
Street, Cincinnati, OH 45202. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,247,000. SURETY 


LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New York. 


American Re-Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 555 College Road 
East, P.O. Box 5241, Princeton, NJ 08543. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$36,297,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: 
Delaware. 


American Resources Insurance Co., Inc. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 
91149, Mobile, AL 36691. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $335,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: IN, KY, TN. INCORPORATED IN: Alabama. 


THE AMERICAN ROAD INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 6027, 
Dearborn, MI 48121-6027. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $34,085,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/1/: All except AS, CT, GU, MA, PR, VI, WI. INCORPORATED IN: 
Michigan. 


American Southern Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 7369, 
Station C, Atlanta, GA 30357. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,544 ,00 iS 
SURETY LICENSES c/: AL, FL, GA, SC. INCORPORATED IN: Georgia. 


American States Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 500 North Meridian 
Street, Indianapolis, IN 46204. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $71,675,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, CT, GU, NH, NY, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: 
Indiana. 


American Surety Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 7470 North Figueroa St., Los 
Angeles, CA 90041-1717. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $125,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: CA. INCORPORATED IN: California. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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American Surety and Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 10239, 
Jacksonville, FL 32247-0239. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $599,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: FL. INCORPORATED IN: Florida. 


Amwest Surety Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Bax 4500, 
Woodland Hills, CA 91365-4500. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $2,347,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, CTI, PR, VT, VI. ‘INCORPORATED IN: 
California. 


Antilles Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 3507, Old San 
Juan, PR 00904. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,246 ,00 - SURETY LICENSES c/: 
PR. INCORPORATED IN: Puerto Rico. 


ANVIL INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 18021 Cowan Street, 
Irvine, CA 92714. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $972,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: 
AZ, CA, CO, ID, MI, NV, NM, QR, TK, UT, WA, WY. INCORPORATED IN: 
California. 


Argonaut Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 250 Middlefield Road, 
Menlo Park, CA 94025-3507. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $29,714,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, PR. INCORPORATED IN: California. 


Arkwright Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 225 Wyman Street, 
Waltham, MA 02254-9198. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $53,633,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All. INCORPORATED IN: Massachusetts. 


Associated Indemnity Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 777 San Marin 
Drive, Novato, CA 94998. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $3,821,00 - SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, MA, OK, VI. INCORPORATED IN: California. 


ATLANTIC CASUALTY AND FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. 
Box 6108, Columbia, SC 29260-6108. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,138,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, OO, DC, GU, HI, KY, ME, MI, NE, NH, NJ, 
NY, PR, VI, WA, WV, WI. INCORPORATED IN: South Carolina. 


Atlantic Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Atlantic 
Building, 45 Wall Street, New York, NY 10005. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$25,880,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AL, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: 
New York. 


The Automobile Insurance Company of Hartford, Connecticut. BUSINESS 
ADDRESS: 151 Farmington Avenue, Hartford, CT 06156. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION 


b/: $3,716,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AL, AS, DE, GU. INCORPORATED 
IN: Connecticut. 


Auto-Owners Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 30660, 
Lansing, MI 48909. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $57,115,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: AL, AZ, CA, FL, GA, IL, IN, IA, MI, MN, MO, NE, N, ND, GH, SC, SD, TN, 
TX, UT, VA, WI. INCORPORATED IN: Michigan. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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Balboa Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 3349 Michelson Drive, 
Irvine, CA 92713-9702. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,175,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, IA, MA, PR. INCORPORATED IN: California. 


Bankers Multiple Line Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 4810 North 
Kenneth Avenue, Chicago, IL 60630. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,915,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, DE, GU, HI, ME, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN; 
Iowa. 


BITUMINOUS CASUALTY CORPORATION. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 320-18th Street, 
Rock Island, IL 61201. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $61559,00- = SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AK, AS, DE, FL, GU, HI, SC, vi. IN: 
Illinois. 


BOND SAFEGUARD INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 246 E. Janata 
Blvd., Lombard, IL 60148. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $124,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: IL. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


Boston Old Colony Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 180 Maiden Lane, 
New York, NY 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $2,324,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: All except AS, GU. INCORPORATED IN: Massachusetts. 


The Buckeye Union Insurance Campany. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1499, 
Columbus, OH 43216. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $38,268,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: DC, FL, IL, IN, KY, MI, NY, OH, PA, VA, Ww. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. 


CBIC Bonding and Insurance Campany.2/ 


CIM Insurance Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 3044 West Grand Blvd., 
Detroit, MI, 48202. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,407,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/l/: AL, AK, BC, ID, IL, IA, ME, MD, MI, MN, MS, NW, NY, we, ND, CH, RI, 
SC, SD, TN, TX, VI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: New York. 


CNA CASUALTY OF PUERTO RICO. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Call Box 70128, San 
Juan, PR 00936. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $689,000. SURETY LICENSES ce: 
PR. INCORPORATED IN: Puerto Rico. 


Capitol Indemnity Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Bax 5900, 
Madison, WI 53705-0900. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,656,000. SURETY 


LICENSES c/: AZ, FL, ID, IL, IN, IA, IA, MI, MN, MO, MT, M4, ND, CK, OR, SD, 
TX, WI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Wisconsin. 


Centennial Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Atlantic Building, 
Wall Street, New York, NY 10005. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $5,711,000, ° 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AL, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New York. 


Central Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 800 South 
Washington Street, Van Wert, OH 45891. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$4,892,000. SURETY LICENSES ce: All except AS, AR, CA, GU, HI, WD, QR, PR, 
SD, VI, WI. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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Cen Indemni - BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1600 Arch Street, 
Philadelphia, PA 19103. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,035,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, ®. INCORPORATED IN: Connecticut. 


Century Reinsurance Campany. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Franklin Plaza, 
Philadelphia, PA 19102. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $2,195,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: AL, AR, CA, DE, GA, HI, ID, IN, IA, KS, LA, MS, NV, NH, NJ, NW, 
TX, UT, WA. INCORPORATED IN: Delaware. 


The Charter Oak Fire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Tower 
Square, Hartford, CI 06183-6014. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $8,889,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Connecticut. 


CHRYSLER INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 901 Wilshire Drive, Troy, 
MI 48084. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $8,528,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All 
except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Michigan. 


CIGNA Reinsurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Franklin Plaza, 
Philadelphia, PA. 19102. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $15,298,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Delaware. 


The Cincinnati Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 145496, 
Cincinnati, OH 45250-5496. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $42,252,00 - SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, ME, NH, VT, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. 


Commercial Insurance Company of Newark, New Jersey. BUSINESS ADDRESS; 
180 Maiden Lane, New York, NY 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $7,346,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New Jersey. 


Commercial Union Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Beacon 
Street, Boston, MA 02108. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $21,135,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU. INCORPORATED IN: Massachusetts. 


Consolidated _Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 115 North 
Pennsylvania Street, Indianapolis, IN 46204. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$1,880,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: FL, IL, IN, IA, KY, MI, OH, QR, TN, WA, WI. 
INCORPORATED IN: Indiana. 


Continental Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: CNA Plaza, Chicago, 
IL 60685. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $240,652,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All 
except AS, GU. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


The Continental Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 180 Maiden Lane, 
New York, NY 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $31,341,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: All except AS, GJ. INCORPORATED IN: New Hampshire. 


Continental Reinsurance Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 180 Maiden Lane, 
New York, NY 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $8,161,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: All except AS, CT, DE, A, GU, KS, KY, ME, MD, MA, MN, MS, MO, NE, NH, 
ND, PA, RI, SC, SD, TN, VI, VI, WV, WI. INCORPORATED IN: California. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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Continental Western Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1594, 
Des Moines, IA 50306. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $5,524,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: AZ, AR, CO, ID, IL, IN, IA, KS, KY, ME, MI, MN, MD, MP, NE, NV, 
NM, ND, CH, OK, SD, UT, WI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Iawa. 


Contractor's Bonding and Insurance Company.2/ BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1213 
Valley Street, Seattle, WA 98109-0271. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $572,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, CT,:GU; ME, NH, NU, NY, NC, PR, VI, VI, 
WI. INCORPORATED IN: Washington. 


Cooperativa de Seguros Multiples de Puerto Rico. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
G.P.O. Box 3846, San Juan, PR 00936. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$5,113,000. SURETY LICENSES c/:; PR. INCORPORATED IN: Puerto Rico. 


CUMBERLAND CASUALTY & SURETY COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS. 1501 2nd 
Avenue, Tampa, FL 33605. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,001,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: TX. INCORPORATED IN: Texas. 


Cumis Insurance Society, Inc. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1084, Madison, 
WI 53701. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $7,455,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All 
except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Wisconsin. 


DAIRYLAND INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 29410, 
Scottsdale, AZ 85038-9410. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $8,586,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI, WV. INCORPORATED IN: Wisconsin. 


DELTA CASUALTY COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 4711 North Clark Street, 
Chicago, IL 60640. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $958,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: 
IL, IA. INCORPORATED IN; Illinois. 


DEVELOPERS INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 333 Wilshire Avenue, 
Anaheim, CA 92801. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $436,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: 
AZ, CA, NV, OR, WA. INCORPORATED IN: California. 


Empire Fire and Marine Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1624 
Douglas Street, Gnaha, NE 68102. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $3,817,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, CT, DE, DC, GU, LA, MA, NY, OK, OR, PR, 
RI, TN, VA, VI, WV. INCORPORATED IN: Nebraska. 


The Employers’. Fire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Beacon 
Street, Boston, MA 02108. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $4,075,000. SURETY 


LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR. INCORPORATED IN: Massachusetts. 
EMPLOYERS INSURANCE OF WAUSAU A Mutual Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. 


Box 8017, Wausau, WI 54402-8017. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $9,307,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Wisconsin. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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ers Mutual Casual - BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 712, Des 
Moines, IA 50303-0712. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $17,217,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Iowa. 


Employers Reinsurance Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 5200 Metcalf, P.O. 
Box 2991, Overland Park, KS 66201. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $104,527,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, HI, PR, VI. ‘INCORPORATED IN: 
Missouri. 


Erie Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 100 Erie Insurance Place, 
Erie, PA 16530. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $726,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: 
we, IN, RY, MD, CH, PA, IN, VA, WV. INCORPORATED IN; Pennsylvania. 


EVANSTON INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Shand Morahan Plaza, 
Evanston, IL 60201. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $8,695,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: IL. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


THE EXPLORER INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 60310, 
Phoenix, AZ 85008. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $575,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: AZ, CA. INCORPORATED IN: Arizona. 


Farmers Alliance Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1122 North 
Main Street, McPherson, KS 67460. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $4,535,00 . 
SURETY LICENSES c/: AZ, OO, ID, IN, IA, KS, MN, MO, MI, NE, NM, ND, , SD, 
TX, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Kansas. 


Farmland Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1963 Bell Avenue, 
Des Moines, IA 50315. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $2,872,00 - SURETY 
LICENSES c/: AR, ©O, IL, IN, IA, KS, KY, MN, MO, MI, NE, NV, ND, OH, OK, SD, 
TX, UT, WL, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Iowa. 


FAR WEST INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 4500, Woodland 
Hills, CA 91365-4500. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $234,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: AK, CA, IN. INCORPORATED IN: California. 


Federal Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 15 Mountain View Road, 
P.O. Box 1615, Warren, NJ 07061-1615. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$134,315,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS. INCORPORATED IN: New 
Jersey. 

FEDERATED MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 121 East Park 
Square, Owatonna, MN 55060. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $25,730,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AK, AS, GU, HI, NH, PR, RI, VI. INCORPORATED IN: 
Minnesota 


The Fidelity and Casualty Company of New York. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 180 
Maiden Lane, New York, NY 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $10,420,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New Hampshire. 


See footnotes at end of Circular 








Federal Register / Vol. 54, No. 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Notices 


27809 





Fidelity and Deposit Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Charles and Lexington 
Streets, Baltimore, MD 21203. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $410,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: IA, KS, MD, MO, TX. INCORPORATED IN: Maryland. 


Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Charles 
i Streets, Baltimore, MD 21203. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$19,383,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS. INCORPORATED IN: Maryland. 


FIDELITY AND GUARANTY INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 100 Light 
Street, P.O. Box 1138, Baltimore, MD 21203. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$1,229 ,00 ° SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, AR, GU, HI, MA, NH, PR, Vii. 
INCORPORATED IN: Iowa. 


Fidelity and Guaranty Insurance Underwriters, Inc. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 


100 Light Street, P.O. Box 1138, Baltimore, MD 21203. UNDERWRITING 
LIMITATION b/: $ 4,884,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI. 
INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. 


Fireman's Fund Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 777 San Marin 
Drive, Novato, CA 94998. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $123,767,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, MA. INCORPORATED IN: California. 


Firemen's Insurance Company of Newark, New Jersey. BUSINESS ADDRESS 

_ 180 Maiden Lane, New York, W 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/ 

$49,126,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN 
New Jersey. 


First Financial Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 238 Smith School 
Road, Burlington, NC 27215. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $529,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, CI, GU, LA, ME, NH, NJ, NY, NC, OK, PA, PR, SC, 
VT, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


First Insurance Company of Hawaii, Ltd. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 
2866, Honolulu, HI 96803. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $4,137,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: GU, HI. INCORPORATED IN: Hawaii. 


First National Insurance Company of America. BUSINESS ADDRESS: SAFECO 
Plaza, Seattle, WA 98185. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: £32107 000. e “gee 


LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, HI, ME, NH, PR, VI, VI. 
Washington. 
Fritz Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1501 Woodfield Road, Suite 


204S, Schaumburg, IL 60173. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $101,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: NM. INCORPORATED IN: New Mexico. 


FRONTIER INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 196 Broadway, Monticello, 
NY 12701. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,562,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: AZ, 
CO, DE, DC, FL, ID, IA, KY, MD, MS, MT, NJ, NM, NY, OH, SD, TX, VT, VA. 
INCORPORATED IN: New York. 
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GENERAL ACCIDENT INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
436 Walnut Street, Philadelphia, PA 19105-1109. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$111,678,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AL, AS, AR, GU, ME, MA, SC, VI. 
INCORPORATED IN: Pennsylvania. 


GENERAL ACCIDENT INSURANCE COMPANY (PUERTO RICO) LIMITED. BUSINESS 
ADDRESS: G.P.O. Box 3786, San Juan, PR 00936. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$1,710,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Puerto Rico. 


GENERAL CASUALTY COMPANY OF WISCONSIN. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One General 
Drive, Sun Prairie, WI 53596. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $9,763,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: IL, IN, IA, KS, MN, MO), NE, SD, WI. INCORPORATED IN: 
Wisconsin. 


General Insurance Company of America. BUSINESS ADDRESS: SAFECO Plaza, 
Seattle, WA 98185. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $31,056,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: All except AS. INCORPORATED IN: Washington. 


General Reinsurance Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 695 East Main 
Street, P.O. Box 10350, Stamford, CT 06904-2350. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$221,835,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, HI, VI. INCORPORATED 
IN: Delaware. 


The Glens Falls Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 180 Maiden Lane, 
New York, NY 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $2,323,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: All except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Delaware. 


Global Surety & Insurance Co. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 160 Kiewit Plaza, 
Omaha, NE 68131. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $2,623,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: 
AZ, CA, CO, MI, NE, SD. INCORPORATED IN: Nebraska. 


Globe Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 9300 Arrowpoint Blvd. 
Charlotte, NC 28217-5599. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $12,082,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS. INCORPORATED IN: Delaware. 


Grain Dealers Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 
1747, Indianapolis, IN 46206. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $3,489,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AL, AK, AS, CT, DE, DC, FL, GU, HI, ID, ME, 
MD, MA, MT, NH, .NU, NY, ND, PA, PR, RI, SC, UT, VI, VI, Ww. INCORPORATED IN: 
Indiana. 


GRAMERCY INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 11111 Katy Freeway, 
Suite 1000, Houston, TX 77079. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $231,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: DE, LA, MD, NM, TX. INCORPORATED IN: Texas. 


Granite State Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 960, 
Manchester, NH 03107. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,056,000. SURETY 


LICENSES c/: All except CT, DE, HI, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New Hampshire. 


See footnotes at end of Cirqular. 
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Great American Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 580 Walnut Street, 
Cincinnati, OH 45202. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $46,681,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. 


Great Northern Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 15 Mountain View 
Road, P.O. Box 1615, Warren, NJ 07061-1615. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$4,821,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, CA, CI, DE, GU, ID, NC, PR, 
TN, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Minnesota. 


Greater New York Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 215 
Lexington Avenue, New York, NY 10016. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$7,798,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AK, AS, GU, HI, VI. INCORPORATED 
IN: New York. 


Gulf Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1771, Dallas, TX 
75221. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $14,209,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All 
except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Missouri. 


The Hamilton Mutual Insurance Company of Cincinnati, Ohio. BUSINESS 
ADDRESS: 1520 Madison Road, Cincinnati, OH 45206. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION 


b/: $630,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: IL, KY, MI, OH. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. 


The Hanover Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 100 North Parkway, 
Worcester, MA 01605. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $39,026,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New Hampshire. 


HARCO NATIONAL INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 68309, 
Schaumburg, IL 60168-0309. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $2,918,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, HI, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New York. 


Harleysville Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 355 Maple 
Avenue, Harleysville, PA 19438. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $19,298,000. 


SURETY LICENSES c/: CA, OO, DE, DC, GA, IL, IN, IA, KS, MD, MI, MS, MO, NJ, 
NM, N, CH, XK, PA, SC, IN, TX, UT, VA, WwW, WL. INCORPORATED IN: 
Pennsylvania. 


Hartford Accident and Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Hartford 
Plaza, Hartford, CI 06115. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $81,375,00 « SURETY 


LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, VI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Connecticut. 


Hartford Casualty Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Hartford Plaza, 
Hartford, CT 06115. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $14,673,00 - SURETY LICENSES 


c/: All except AS, GU, IN, PR, VI, WY. INCORPORATED IN 3/: Indiana. 


Hartford Fire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Hartford Plaza, 
Hartford, CI 06115. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $196,817,000. SURETY 


LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, IN, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Connecticut. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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Hartford Insurance Company of Connecticut. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Hartford 
Plaza, Hartford, CI 06115. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,816 ,00 - SURETY 
LICENSES c/: AL, CT, NJ, PA. INCORPORATED IN: Connecticut. 


Hartford Insurance Company of Illinois. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Hartford 
Plaza, Hartford, CI 06115. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $4,750,000. SURETY 


LICENSES c/: IL, PA. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


Hartford Insurance Company of the Midwest. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Hartford 
Plaza, Hartford, CI 06115. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,640 ,00 - SURETY 


LICENSES c/: All except AL, AS, AZ, CO, DE, GU, HI, IN, ME, MA, MN, MS, MO, 
NV, NH, NC, CH, OK, PR, RI, TN, VI, VI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Indiana. 


Hartford Insurance Company of the Southeast. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Hartford 
Plaza, Hartford, CT 06115. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,539 ,00 - SURETY 
LICENSES c/: FL, GA, LA, PA. INCORPORATED IN: Florida. 


Hartford Underwriters Insurance Company.4/ BUSINESS ADDRESS: Hartford 
Plaza, Hartford, CT 06115. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $11,981,000. SURETY 


LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Connecticut. 


THE HAWAIIAN INSURANCE & GUARANTY COMPANY, LIMITED. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
P.O. Box 2255, Honolulu, HI 96804. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,119,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: AK, AZ, CA, HI, NV, OR, WA. INCORPORATED IN: Hawaii. 


Heart of America Fire and Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 215 West 
Pershing Road, Kansas City, MO 64108-2540. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$411,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: AK, AZ, OO, DC, GA, ID, IN, IA, KS, KY, MS, 
MO, MI, NV, TX, UT, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Missouri. 


Highlands Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 600 Jefferson Street, 
Houston, TX 77002-7392. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $19,776,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Texas. 


Highlands Underwriters Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 600 
Jefferson Street, Houston, TX 77002-7392. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$1,723,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: AL, AZ, AR, CA, FL, GA, LA, MS, MM, kK, TX. 
INCORPORATED IN: Texas. 


The Home Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 59 Maiden Lane, New York, 
NY 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $7,310 ,00 - SURETY LICENSES c/: All 
except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New Hampshire. 


The Home Insurance Campany. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 59 Maiden Lane, New York, 
NY 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $53,870,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All 
except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New Hampshire. 


Houston General Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 2932, 
Fort Worth, TX 76113-2932. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $4,785,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, Cr, GJ, HI, ME, MA, MN, NE, NH, NJ, NC, PA, PR, 
RI, VI, VI, WV, WI. INCORPORATED IN: Texas. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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ITTt_ Lyndon Property Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 12555 
Manchester Road, St. Louis, MO 63131. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$6,759,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, ME, NH, WY, PR. 
INCORPORATED IN: Missouri. 


Illinois National Insurance Co. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 133 South 4th Street, 
Springfield, IL 62703. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,998,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: AK, IL, IN, IA, KY, MD, MO, MI, NE, NH, MM, NY, ND, GH, SD, T%, 
UT, VT, WA. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


Indemnity Company of California. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 333 Wilshire Avenue, 
Anaheim, CA 92801. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $653,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: 
AZ, CA, NV, OR, WA. INCORPORATED IN: California. 


Indemnity Insurance Company of North America. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1600 
Arch Street, Philadelphia, PA 19103. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$14,854,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU. INCORPORATED IN: New 
York. 


Indiana Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 115 North Pennsylvania 
Street, Indianapolis, IN 46204. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $12,202,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: FL, IL, IN, IA, KY, M, CGH, Q&, TN, W, WIL. 
INCORPORATED IN: Indiana. . 


Indiana Lumbermens Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. 
Box 68600, Indianapolis, IN 46268-1168. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$1,951,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, CT, GU, HI, ME, MA, NH, NJ, 
NY, PR, RI, VI, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Indiana. 


Inland Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 80468, Lincoln, NE 
68501. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $2,181,00 e SURETY LICENSES c/: AZ, ©O, 
IA, KS, MN, MI, NE, ND, SD, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Nebraska. 


Insurance Company of North America. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1600 Arch 
Street, Philadelphia, PA 19103. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $45,565,000. 


SURETY LICENSES c/: All. INCORPORATED IN: Pennsylvania. 


Insurance Company of the State of Pennsylvania. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 70 
Pine Street, New York, NY 10270. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $16,003,000. 


SURETY LICENSES c/: All except GU. INCORPORATED IN: Pennsylvania. 


Insurance Company of the West. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 85563, San 
Diego, CA 92138-5563. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $5,286,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: AZ, CA, CO, ID, MI, NV, NM, OK, QR, TK, UT, WA. INCORPORATED 
IN: California. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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Integon Indemnity Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 3199, 
Winston-Salem, NC 27152. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,081,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, CA, CO, CT, DE, DC, GU, HI, IL, ME, MD, MA, MI, 
MN, MI, NH, NJ, NY, ND, PA, PR, SD, VI, VI, WI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: North 
Carolina. 


INTEGRITY MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 526 West 
Wisconsin Avenue, P.O. Bax 539, Appleton, WI 54912-0539. UNDERWRITING 
LIMITATION b/: $763,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: DC, MN, WI. INCORPORATED IN: 
Wisconsin. 


International Cargo and Surety Insurance Campany. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
1501 Woodfield Road, Suite 2045S, Schaumburg, IL 60173. UNDERWRITING 
LIMITATION b/: $464,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: IL, IN, MI, MO, MM, NY, QR, TN, 
TX, WI. INCORPORATED IN: New Mexico. 


International Fidelity Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 24 Commerce 
Street, Suite 333, Newark, NJ 07102. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,173,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, CA, GU, ME, NH, RI, VI, VI, WI. 
INCORPORATED IN: New Jersey. 


ISLAND INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1520, 
Honolulu, HI 96813. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $4,124,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: HI. INCORPORATED IN: Hawaii. 


John Deere Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 34th Avenue and 80th 
Street, Moline, IL 61265. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $11,887 ,00 « SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


The Kansas Bankers Surety Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1654, 
Topeka, KS 66601. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $943,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: OO, IL, IA, KS, MN, MO, NE, OK, SD, WI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Kansas. 


Kansas City Fire and Marine Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 180 
Maiden Lane, New York, NY 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,450,000. 
INCORPORATED IN: 


SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, DE, GU, HI, PR, VI. 
Missouri. 


Kentucky Central Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Kincaid Towers, 

i » KY 40507. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,427,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: AL, IN, KY, MS, ™M, CH, TN, VA, WV. INCORPORATED IN: 
Kentucky. 


Lawyers Surety Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 569480, 
Dallas, TX 75356-9480. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $534,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: AL, AR, CA, FL, GA, KY, MS, NC, OK, SC, TN, TX. INCORPORATED 
IN: Texas. 

Mutual Insurance - BUSINESS ADDRESS: 175 Berkeley 
Street, Boston, MA 02117. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $156,361,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GJ, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Massachusetts. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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Lumbermens Mutual Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Long Grove, IL 
60049. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $146,273,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All 
except GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


MCA Insurance Company.5/ BUSINESS ADDRESS: 484 Central Avenue, Newark, 
NJ 07107. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $2,546,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All 
except AS, CI, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New Jersey. 


MIC Property and Casualty Insurance Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
3044 West Grand Boulevard, Detroit, MI 48202. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$4,241,000. SURETY LICENSES c/l/: All except AL, AS, CA, DE, GU, HI, IL, ME, 
NH, NC, OR, PR, RI, VT, VI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Michigan. 


Maine Bonding and Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 448, 
Portland, ME 04112. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,082,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: ME, MA, NH, RI, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Maine. 


Maryland Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1228, Baltimore, 
MD 21203. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $42,789,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All 
except AS, GU. INCORPORATED IN: Maryland. 


Massachusetts Bay Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 100 North 
Parkway, Worcester, MA 01605. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,036,000. 


SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AK, AS, GU, HI, ID, MI, PR, SD, VI, WY. 
INCORPORATED IN: Massachusetts. 


The Mercantile and General Reinsurance Company of America. BUSINESS 
ADDRESS: 177 Madison Avenue, CN 1930, Morristown, NJ 07960. UNDERWRITING 


LIMITATION b/: $5,638,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AL, AK, AS, AZ, 
wD, GU, HI, ME, MN, MO, MI, NM, N, ND, QR, RI, SD, VA, VI. INCORPORATED IN: 
New York. 


Merchants Bonding Company (Mutual). BUSINESS ADDRESS: 2100 Grand 
Avenue, Des Moines, IA 50312. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $567,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: AZ, CA, ©O, FL, ID, IA, KS, IA, MI, MN, MO, NE, NV, NM, ND, XK, 
PA, SD, TX, UT, WA. INCORPORATED IN: Iowa. 


Meritplan Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 3349 Michelson Drive, 
Irvine, CA 92715-1606. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $643,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AK, AS, AR, CI, DC, GU, IL, ME, MA,- MO, NH, NJ, ND, 
PA, PR, RI, SD, VI, VA, VI, Ww, WY. INCORPORATED IN: California. 


Michigan Millers Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. 
Box 30060, Lansing, MI 48909. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $6,044,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: AZ, AR, CA, OO, DC, FL, ID, IN, KS, KY, MI, MO, NE, NJ, 
NY, NC, OH, OK, PA, TX, UT, VA, WA. INCORPORATED IN: Michigan. 


Michigan Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 5110, 
Southfield, MI 48086-5110. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $16,238,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, DE, DC, GU, HI, OR, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: 
Michigan. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 





27815 





27816 Federal Register / Vol. 54, No. 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Notices 


Mid-Century Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Bax 2478, 
Terminal Annex, Los Angeles, CA 90051. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$2,717,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: AZ, AR, CA, ©O, ID, IL, IN, IA, KS, MI, MN, 
MO, MI, NE, NV, NM, ND, CH, XK, QR, SD, TK, UT, WA, WI, WY. INCORPORATED 
IN: California. 


MID-CONTINENT CASUALTY COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1409, 
Tulsa, OK 74101. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $4,007,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: AL, AZ, AR, CO, FL, IN, IA, KS, MN, MS, MO, MI, NE, MM, ND, OK, &, SD, 
TN, TX, UT, WA, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Oklahoma. 


The Millers Mutual Fire Insurance Campany of Texas. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
P.O. Box 2269, Fort Worth, TX 76113. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$4,755,00 . SURETY LICENSES c/: Oo, bo, ID, IA, NM, OK; OR, TX. 
INCORPORATED IN: Texas. 


Millers' Mutual Insurance Association of Illinois. BUSINE3S ADDRESS: 
111 East Fourth Street, Alton, IL 62002. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$4,487,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: AL, AR, CO, DC, G, IL, IN, IA, KR3, LA, MN, 
MS, MO, MI, NE, NC, ND, CH, &, SD, TN, WI. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


Minnesota Trust Company of Austin. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 107 West ‘akland 
Avenue, P.O. Box 463, Austin, MN 55912. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$123,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: MN, MI, ND. INCORPORATED IN: Minnesota. 


MOTOR CLUB OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY.5/ 


MOTORS INSURANCE CORPORATION. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 3044 West Grand 
Boulevard, Detroit, MI 48202. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $68,101,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/l1/: All except AS, AZ, CA, CO, CT, GU, HI, KS, MA, MO, OH, 
PR, UT, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New York. 


Munich American Reinsurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 560 Lexington 
Avenue, New York, NY 10022. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $19,991,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, FL, GJ, HI, ME, MD, MA, MN, NE, PR, RI, 
VT, VI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: New York. 


National Automobile and Casualty Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
P.O. Box 7040, Pasadena, CA 91109. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $569 ,00 . 
SURETY LICENSES c/: AK, AZ, CA, NV, WA. INCORPORATED IN: California. 


National-Ben Franklin Insurance Company of Illinois. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
200 South Wacker Drive, Chicago, IL 60606. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$13,617,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: OC, IL, IN, IA, KY, MI, MN, NY, N, ND, WI. 
INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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National Fire Insurance Company of Hartford. BUSINESS ADDRESS: CNA 
Plaza, Chicago, IL 60685. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $27,736 ,00 - SURETY 


LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Connecticut. 


National Grange Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 55 West 
Street, Keene, NH 03431. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $5,603,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/l/: CT, DE, DC, ME, MD, MA, NH, NY, CH, PA, RI, SC, IN, VT, VA, 
WV, WI. INCORPORATED IN: New Hampshire. 


National Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 3024 Harney Street, 
Omaha, NE 68131-3580. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $202,839,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AL, AS, GU, HI, MA, NJ, NY, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: 
Nebraska. 


NATIONAL REINSURANCE CORPORATION. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 777 Long Ri 
Road, P.O. Box 10167, Stamford, CT 06904-2167. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$19,989,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AL, AS, CT, CA, GU, IA, ME, MS, 
MO, NH, OR, SD, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Delaware. 


National Surety Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 200 West Monroe 
Street, Chicago, IL 60606. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 10,812,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, MA, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


National Union Fire Insurance Company of Pittsburgh, PA. BUSINESS 
ADDRESS: 70 Pine Street, New York, NY 10270. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$61,104,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS. INCORPORATED IN: 
Pennsyivania. 


Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Nationwide 
Plaza, Columbus, OH 43216. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $222,152,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, NJ. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. 


The Netherlands Insurance Campany. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 62 Maple Avenue, 
Keene, NH 03431. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,086,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: AZ, CA, DC, GA, ID, IN, IA, RY, ME, MD, MI, NV, NH, NJ, NY, NC, OH, RI, 
SC, UT, VT, VA, WA, WI. INCORPORATED IN: New Hampshire. 


New Hampshire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 960, 
Manchester, NH 03107. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $39,454,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All. INCORPORATED IN: New Hampshire. 


New South Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 3199, 
Winston-Salem, NC 27152. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $880,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: IA, MS, N, (CH, TX, VA, WA, WV. INCORPORATED IN: North 
Carolina. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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New York Underwriters Insurance Company .4/ 


Newark Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 9300 Arrowpoint Blvd., 
Charlotte, NC 28217-5599. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $2,812,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS. INCORPORATED IN: New Jersey. 


North American Reinsurance Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 237 Park 
Avenue, New York, NY 10017. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $24,344,00 : 


SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, VI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: New York. 


NORTH AMERICAN SPECIALTY INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 650 Elm 
St., 6th floor, Manchester, NH 03101-2596. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$1,177,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, CA, GU, HI, OK, PR, VI. 
INCORPORATED IN: New Hampshire. 


North Star Reinsurance Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Morris 
Corporate Center 1, 300 Interpace Parkway, Parsippany, NJ 07054. 
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b b/: $8,132,000. « SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, 


GU, HI, ME, N, PR, VI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Delaware. 


Northbrook Property _and and Casualty Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
Allstate Plaza, IL 60062. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$7,767,000. ao cee LICENSES ‘le All except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: 
Illinois. 


The Northern Assurance Company of America. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One 
Beacon Street, Boston, MA 02108. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $11,106 ,00 b 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR. INCORPORATED IN: Vermont. 


NORTHWESTERN PACIFIC INDEMNITY COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 15 Mountain 
View Rd., P.O. Box 1615, Warren, NJ 07061-1615. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION 
b/: $1,598,000. SURETY LICENSES c/l/: CA, OK, OR, TX, WA. INCORPORATED IN: 
Oregon. 


Oceanic Insurance and Surety Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1501 
Woodfield Road, Suite 204S, Schaumburg, IL 60173. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION 
b/: $109,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: NM. INCORPORATED IN: New Mexico. 


The Ohio Casualty Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 136 North 
Third Street, Hamilton, OH 45025. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $45,214,00 ° 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. 


Ohio Farmers Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Westfield Center, 


OH 44251. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $23,265,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: 
All except AK, AS, CT, GU, HI, KS, NH, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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Oklahana Sure - BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1409, Tulsa, &K 
74101. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $573,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: KS, OK, TX. 
INCORPORATED IN: Oklahoma. 


Old_ Republic Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 789, 
Greensburg, PA 15601. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $16 ,743,00 - SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Pennsylvania. 


Old Republic Surety Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1635, 
Milwaukee, WI 53201. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,327,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: DC, IL, IN, IA, MD, QR, PA, UT, WI. INCORPORATED IN: Wisconsin. 


Qnaha Property and Casualty Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 3102 
Farnam Street, Qnaha, NE 68131. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,747,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, AR, GU, LA, ME, NH, NJ, OK, PR, RI, VI, 
WV. INCORPORATED IN: Delaware. 


Pacific Employers Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1600 Arch 
Street, Philadelphia, PA 19103. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $7,797,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU. INCORPORATED IN: California. 


Pacific Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 15 Mountain View Road, 
P.O. Box 1615, Warren, NJ 07061-1615. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$24,425,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED 
IN: California. 


Pacific Insurance Company, Limited. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1140, 
Honolulu, HI 96807. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $4,823,000. SURETY 


LICENSES c/: HI. INCORPORATED IN: Hawaii. 


PACIFIC STATES CASUALTY COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 5757 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 670, Los Angeles, CA 90036. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$1,651,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: AZ, CA. INCORPORATED IN: California. 


Peerless Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 62 Maple Avenue, Keene, 
NH 03431. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $7,930,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All 
except AS, GU, HI, MA, NJ, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New Hampshire. 


Pekin Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 2505 Court Street, Pekin, 
IL 61558. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 1,685,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: IL, 
IN, IA, WI. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


Pennsylvania Manufacturers' Association Insurance Company. BUSINESS 
ADDRESS: 925 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, PA 19107. UNDERWRITING 
LIMITATION b/: $13,654,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AL, AS, AR, CT, 
GU, HI, KS, ME, MN, ND, OR, PR, VI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Pennsylvania. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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lvania Millers Mutual Insurance - BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
P.O. Box P, Wilkes-Barre, PA 18773-0016. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$3,456,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: CT, DC, FL, GA, IW, IN, KS, KY, ME, MD, MA, 
MS, MO, NH, NJ, NY, NC, ND, PA, RI, SC, TN, UT, VT, VA, WA. INCORPORATED IN; 
Pennsylvania. 


Pennsylvania National Mutual Casualty Insurance Company. BUSINESS 


ADDRESS: 1900 Derry Street, Harrisburg, PA 17105. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION 
b/: $10,364,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, CA, CT, GJ, HI, NV, NH, 
ND, PR, VI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Pennsylvania. 


The Personal Service Insurance Co. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1226, 
Columbus, OH 43216. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,897,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: IN, OH. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. 


Phoenix Assurance Company of New York. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 4 World Trade 
Center, New York, NY 10048. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,273,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New Hampshire. 


The Phoenix Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Tower Square, 
Hartford, CT 06183-6014. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $53,355,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GJ. INCORPORATED IN: Connecticut. 


PINNACLE INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1919, 
Carrollton, GA 30117. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $348,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: AL, AK, GA, IN, MD, MS, CH. INCORPORATED IN: Georgia. 


PLANET INDEMNITY COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 8 Greenway Plaza, Suite 


1450, Houston, TX 77046. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $313,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: TX. INCORPORATED IN: Texas. 


PLANET INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 4 Penn Center Plaza, 
Philadelphia, PA 19103. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $518,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except MA. INCORPORATED IN: Wisconsin. 


Progressive Casualty Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 
5070, Cleveland, OH 44101. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $30,679,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GA, GU, HI, OK, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: 
Ohio. 

The Progressive Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 


5070, Cleveland, OH 44101. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,161,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: DC, KY, NJ, OH. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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Protective Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 3100 North Meridian 
Street, Indianapolis, IN 46208. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $5,594,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU. INCORPORATED IN: Indiana. 


Prudential Reinsurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 100 Mulberry 
Street, Newark, NJ 07102. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $37,365,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, NV, NC, VI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Delaware. 


Puerto Rican-American Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Bax 
S-112, San Juan, PR 00902. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b b/: $5,274,00 - SURETY 
LICENSES c/: PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Puerto Rico. ; 


Ranger Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 2807, Houston, TX 
77252-2807. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,912,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: 
All except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Delaware. 


REGENCY INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Bax 190, 
Hallandale, FL 33009-0190. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $183,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: FL. INCORPORATED IN: Florida. 


Regent Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One General Drive, Sun 
Prairie, WI 53596. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $2,753,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: IL, IN, IA, KS, MN, MO, NE, ND, SD, WL. INCORPORATED IN: Wisconsin. 


The Reinsurance Corporation of New York. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 80 Maiden 
Lane, New York, NY 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $5 563,00 - SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, HI, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New York. 


Reliance Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 4 Penn Center Plaza, 
Philadelphia, PA 19103. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $40,296 ,00 - SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except MA. INCORPORATED IN: Pennsylvania. 


Reliance Insurance Company of New York. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 4 Penn 
Center Plaza, Philadelphia, PA 19103. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$961,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: NY. INCORPORATED IN: New York. 


REPUBLIC INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 660560, Dallas, 
TX 75266-0560. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $13,834,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: 
All except AL, AS, FL, GU, HI; ME, MA, MI, NH, ND, RI, SD, VT, VI, W. 
INCORPORATED IN: Delaware. 


Republic Western Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 2721 North 
Central Avenue, Phoenix, AZ 85004. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $7,952,000. 


SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, CI, GU, HI, IN, ME, MN, NH, PR, VT, VI. 
INCORPORATED IN: Arizona. 


Royal Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 9300 Arrowpoint Blvd. 
Charlotte, NC 28217-5599. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $6,456,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS. INCORPORATED IN: Delaware. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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Royal Insurance Company of America. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 9300 Arrowpoint 
Blvd., Charlotte, NC 28217-5599. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $18,867,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


SAFECO Insurance Company of America. BUSINESS ADDRESS: SAFECO Plaza, 
Seattle, WA 98185. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $43,342,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: All except AS, NY, PR, VI, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Washington. 


SAFECO Insurance Company of Illinois. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1900 West 
Hassell Rd., Hoffman Estates, IL 60196. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$4,738,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: AZ, OO, IL, KY, MD, MI, MN, MS, NE, NM, GH, 
OR, PA, TN, TX, UT, WI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


SAFECO National Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: SAFECO Plaza, 
Seattle, WA 98185. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $2,265,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: MO, NY. INCORPORATED IN: Missouri. 


St. Paul Fire and Marine Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 385 
Washington Street, St. Paul, MN 55102. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$138,295,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU. INCORPORATED IN: 
Minnesota. 


ST. PAUL GUARDIAN INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 385 Washington 
Street, St. Paul, MN 55102. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,798,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, MA, NV, NJ, PA, PR, VI, WY. 
INCORPORATED IN: Minnesota. 


St. Paul Mercury Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 385 Washington 
Street, St. Paul, MN 55102. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $3,329,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Minnesota. 


SCOR REINSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 110 William Street, 14th 
Floor, New York, NY 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $10,854,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AK, AS, CA, CT, DC, GU, HI, KY, MI, MI, NH, NC, ND, 
OK, PR, RI, SD, TN, UT, VA, VI, WV, WI. INCORPORATED IN: New York. 


Seaboard Surety Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Burnt Mills Road and Route 
206, Bedminster, NJ 07921. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $6,453,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS. INCORPORATED IN: New York. 


Security National Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 
655028, Dallas, TX 75265-5028. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $979,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: AL, AR, CA, CO, IL, IN, KS, KY, NM, OH, OK, TX, WY. 
INCORPORATED IN: Texas. 


Select Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1771, Dallas, TX 
75221. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,760,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All 
except AS, CI, GU, HI, LA, ME, MA, NH, NJ, NY, ND, OK, PA, PR, RI, UT, VI. 
INCORPORATED IN: Texas. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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Selective Insurance Company of America. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Wantage 
Avenue, Branchville, NJ 07890. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $17,073,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: AL, DE, DC, FL, GA, MD, MS, NJ, NC, PA, SC, TK, VA. 
INCORPORATED IN: New Jersey. 


SENTINEL INSURANCE COMPANY, LID. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1140, 
Honolulu, HI 96807. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,055,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: HI. INCORPORATED IN: Hawaii. 


Sentry Insurance a Mutual Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1800 North Point 
Drive, Stevens Point, WI 54481. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $48 ,674,00 _ 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Wisconsin. 


Skandia America Reinsurance Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 280 Park 
Avenue, New York, NY 10017. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b b/: $24,988,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: AZ, CA, DE, DC, GA, IL, IN, IA, MI, MS, MI, NE, NY, CGH, &, 
PA, UT, VA, WA, WI. INCORPORATED IN: Delaware. 


South Carolina Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box l, 
Columbia, SC 29202. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $7,304,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: All except AS, GU, HI, ME, NH, NJ, PR, RI, VI, VI. INCORPORATED IN: 
South Carolina. 


The Stanjard Fire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 151 Farmington 
Avenue, Hartford, CI 06156. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $20,967,608. . 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU. INCORPORATED IN: Connecticut. 


State Automobile Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 518 East 
Broad Street, Columbus, OH 43216. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $19,778,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: AL, AR, FL, GA, IL, IN, KS, KY, MD, MI, MS, MO, OH, PA, 
Sc, SD, TN, W’, WI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. 


State Farm Fire and Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 112 East 
Washington Street, Bloomington, IL 61701. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$375 ,707,00 - SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED 
IN: Illinois. 


State Surety Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1976, Des Moines, IA. 
50306. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $467,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: AZ, ©, 
Dc, ID, IL, IA, KS, MN, MO, MI, NE, NM, ND, OO, SD, WI, WY. INCORPORATED 
IN: Iowa. 


Statewide Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 799, Waukegan, 
IL 60079. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $263,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: AZ, AR, 
IL. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


Surety Company of the Pacific. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1067, 
Northridge, CA 91328. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $263,000. SURETY LICENSES 


c/: CA. INCORPORATED IN: California. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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TEXAS PACIFIC INDEMNITY COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 15 Mountain View 
Road, P.O. Box 1615, Warren, NJ 07061-1615. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$491,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: AR, TX. INCORPORATED IN: Texas. 


Transamerica Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 6300 Canoga Avenue, 
Woodland Hills, CA 91367. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $73,898,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: California. 


Transamerica Insurance Company of Michigan. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 103 
West Michigan Avenue, Battle Creek, MI 49016. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$1,974,00 © SURETY LICENSES c/: AR, IL, IN, IA, KS, MI, MN, MO, CH, SD, TX. 
INCORPORATED IN: Michigan. 


Transamerica Premier Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 333 South 
Anita Drive, Orange, CA 92668. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $7,510,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, NH, NY, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: 
California. 


Transcontinental Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: CNA Plaza, 
Chicago, IL 60685. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $8,585 ,00 - SURETY LICENSES 
c/: All except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New York. 


Transportation _Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: CNA Plaza, 
Chicago, IL 60685. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $3,445,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI, WV. INCORPORATED IN: Illinois. 


The Travelers Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Tower Square, 
Hartford, CT 06183-6014. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $102,501,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS. INCORPORATED IN: Connecticut. 


THE TRAVELERS INDEMNITY COMPANY OF AMERICA. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One 
cower Square, Hartford, CTI 06183-6014. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$6,135,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, G, IA, M, VI. 
INCORPORATED IN: Georgia. 


The Travelers Indemnity Company of Illinois. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 200 
West Madison Street, Chicago, IL 60606. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$2,204,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR, WY. INCORPORATED IN: 
Illinois. 


The Travelers Indemnity Company of Rhode Island. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One 
Tower Square, Hartford, CTI 06183-6014. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$11,443 ,00 - SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU. INCORPORATED IN: Rhode 
Island. 


Trinity Universal Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 655028, 
Dallas, TX 75265-5028. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $57,785,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: AL, AZ, AR, CA, CO, G, IL, IN, IA, KS, KY, LA, MN, MS, MO, NE, 
NM, CH, CK, OR, TX, WI, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Texas. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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Trinity Universal Insurance Company of Kansas, Inc. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
P.O. Box 655028, Dallas, TX 75265-5028. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$536 ,00 7 SURETY LICENSES c/: AL, AZ, ©, KS, KY, IA, NE, CH, , TX. 
INCORPORATED IN: Kansas. 


Tri-State _Insurance__Company__of Minnesota. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
One Roundwind Road, Luverne, MN 56156. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$3,003,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: IA, MN, NE, ND, SD, WI. INCORPORATED IN: 
Minnesota. 


Twin City Fire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Hartford Plaza, 
Hartford, CT 06115. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $6,200 ,00 « SURETY LICENSES 


c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN 6/: Indiana. 


ULICO CASUALTY COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 111 Massachusetts Avenue, 
NW, Washington, DC 20001. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $5,089,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except CA, FL, GU, ID, ME, MA, NH, N, PR, RI, W. 
INCORPORATED IN: Delaware. 


Unigard Security Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 15805 N.E. 24th 
Street, Bellevue, WA 98008-2409. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $6,442,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/l/: All except AS, GU, NJ, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: 
Washington. 


Union Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 80439, Lincoln, NE 
68501. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $5,977,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: ©, IA, 
KS, MN, MO, ND, &, SD, TX, WY. INCORPORATED IN: Nebraska. 


United Capitol Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1400 Lake Hearn 
Drive, Atlanta, GA 30319. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $5,570 ,00 - SURETY 
LICENSES c/7/: AZ, WI. INCORPORATED IN: Wisconsin. 


United Fire & Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 4909, Cedar 
Rapids, IA 52407. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $7,160 ,00 - SURETY LICENSES 
c/: All except AL, AS, CTI, DE, DC, FL, GA, GU, HI, ME, MA, MI, NV, NH, NM, 
PA, PR, RI, TN, VT, VA, VI, WV. INCORPORATED IN: Iowa. 


UNITED NATIONAL INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1737 Chestnut 
Street, Philadelphia, PA 19103. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $7,292,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: PA. INCORPORATED IN: Pennsylvania. 


United Pacific Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 4 Penn Center 
Plaza, Philadelphia, PA 19103. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $17,589,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except MA. INCORPORATED IN: Washington. 


United Pacific Insurance Company of New York. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 4 Penn 
Center Plaza, Philadelphia, PA 19103. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$1,128,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: NY. INCORPORATED IN: New York. 


UNITED SOUTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 2648, 
Melbourne, FL 32902-2648. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b: $1,562,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, CT, GU, KS, ME, MA, MN, NH, NY, ND, PR, RI, VT, 
VI. INCORPORATED IN: Florida. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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United States Fidelity and Guaranty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 100 
Light Street, P.O. Box 1138, Baltimore, MD 21203. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION 
b/: $139,512,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR. INCORPORATED 
IN: Maryland. 


UNIVERSAL INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: G.P.O. Box 71338, 
San Juan, PR 00936. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $2,051,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: PR. INCORPORATED IN: Puerto Rico. 


Universal Surety Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Bax 80468, Lincoln, 
NE 68501. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $905,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: AZ, CO, 
ID, IL, IA, KS, MI, MN, MO, MI, NE, MM, ND, GH, QR, BD, UT, W, W. 
INCORPORATED IN: Nebraska. 


Universal Surety of America. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1812 Durham, Houston, 
TX 77007. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $283,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: AR, OO, 
TX. INCORPORATED IN: Texas. 


UNIVERSAL UNDERWRITERS INSURANCE COMPANY. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 6363 
College Blvd., Overland Park, KS 66211. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$25,919,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: 
Missouri. 


Utica Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 530, Utica, 
NY 13503. UNDERARITING LIMITATION b/: $13,302,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All 
except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New York. 


Valley Forge Insurance Campany. BUSINESS ADDRESS: CNA Plaza, Chicago, 
IL 60685. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $6,856,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All 
except AS, GU, HI, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Pennsylvania. 


‘VAN TOL SURETY COMPANY, INCORPORATED. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 424 Fifth 
Street, Brookings, SD 57006. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $142,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: SD. INCORPORATED IN: South Dakota. 


Vigilant Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 15 Mountain View Road, 
P.O. Bax 1615, Warren, NJ 07061-1615. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$12,347,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, PR. INCORPORATED IN: New 
York. 


Washington _International _Imsurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
1930 Thoreau Drive, Suite 101, Schaumburg, IL 60173. UNDERWRITING 
LIMITATION b/: $563,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: AZ, CA, FL, GA, IL, IN, MD, MA, 
MO, NY, OH, OR, SC, Tk, VA, WA. INCORPORATED IN: Arizona. 


West American Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 136 North Third 
Street, Hamilton, OH 45025. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $44,570,000. 
SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AK, AS, CP, GU, HI, ME, MT, NH, PR, RI, VT, 
VI, WV. INCORPORATED IN: California. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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Westchester Fire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 305 Madison 
Avenue, CN-1932, Morristown, NJ 07960. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$2,287,000. SURETY LICENSES: c/: All except AS, GU, VI. INCORPORATED IN: New 
York. , 


The Western Casualty and Surety Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 500 North 
Meridian St., Indianapolis, IN 46204. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$14,932,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except AS, CI, GU, HI, ME, MA, NH, WY, 
PR, RI, VI, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Kansas. 


Western Surety Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 101 South Phillips Avenue, 
Sioux Falls, SD 57192. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,884,000. SURETY 
LICENSES c/: All except AS, GU, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: South Dakota. 


Westfield Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Westfield Center, CH 
44251. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $10,945 ,00 « SURETY LICENSES c/: All 
except AK, AS, CI, GU, HI, ME, NH, PR, VI. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. 


Westfield National Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Westfield 


Center, OH 44251. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $3,493,000. SURETY LICENSES 
c/: IA, OH. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. 


See footnotes at end of Circular. 
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COMPANIES HOLDING CERTIFICATES OF AUTHORITY AS ACCEPTABLE 
REINSURING COMPANIES UNDER 31 CFR, Part 223.3(b) REVISED 
SEPTEMBER 1, 1978 (See Note (e)) 


Alliance Assurance Company, Limited, U.S. Branch. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
15 Mountain View Road, P.O. Box 1615, Warren, NJ 07061-1615. UNDERWRITING 


LIMITATION b/: $5,575,000. 


Belvedere Americ- Reinsurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 110 William 
Street, 30th Floor, New Yerk, WY 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$3,064,000. 


Frankona Reinsurance Company, U.S. Branch. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 
419069, Kansas City, MO 64141-6069. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$2,597,000. 


The London Assurance, U.S. Branch. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 15 Mountain View 
Road, P.O. Bor 1615, Warren, NJ 07061-1615. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$9,592,000. 

Munich _Reinsurance Company, _U.S. Branch. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
560 Lexington Avene, New York, NY 10022. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 
$25 062,000. 


The Sea Insurance Company, Limited, U.S. Branch. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
15 Mountain View Road, P.O. Bax 1615, Warren, NJ 07061-1615. UNDERWRITING 


LIMITATION b/: $5,683,000. 


Sun Insurance Office, Limited, U.S. Branch. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
15 Mountain View Road, P.O. Box 1615, Warren, NJ 07061-1615. UNDERWRITING 


LIMITATION b/: $10,019,000. 


Swiss Reinsurance Company, U.S. Branch. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 237 Park 
Avenue, New York, NY 10017. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $29,365,000. 


The Tokio Marine and Fire Insurance Company, Limited, U.S. Branch. 


BUSINESS ADDRESS: 101 Park Avenue, New York, NY 10178. UNDERWRITING 
LIMITATIUN b/: $8,967,000. 


Trans Pacific Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 101 Park Avenue, 
New York, NY 10178. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $614 ,00 “ 


"Wil, " Swiss Insurance Company, U.S. Branch. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 
Two World Financial Center, 225 Liberty Street, 42nd Floor, New York, NY 
10281. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $14,247,000. 


Zurich Insurance Company, U.S. Branch. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 800 North 
Plaza Drive, Schaumburg, IL 60196. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 


$33,912,000. 
See foutnotes at end of Circular. 
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License information is not current. Confirmation regarding whether 
a campany is licensed for surety in a particular state may be cbtained 
fran that State's Department of Insurance. 


KR 


R 


Contractor's Bonding and Insurance Campany does business in the State 
of California as CBIC Bonding and Insurance Company. 


Effective July 1, 1987, Hartford Casualty Insurance Company changed 
its State of Domicile from New Jersey to Indiana. 


kw 


= 


Effective July 1, 1988, New York Underwriters Insurance Campany, a 
New York Corporation, merged into and with Hartford Underwriters 
Insurance Company, a Connecticut corporation. Hartford Underwriters 
is the surviving corporation. 


MCA Insurance Campany does business in the State of Texas as MOTOR 
CLUB OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY. 


ln 


In 


Effective July 1, 1987, Twin City Fire Insurance Campany changed its 
State of Domicile from Minnesota to Indiana. 


W 


United Capitol Insurance Company is an approved surplus lines carrier 
in all fifty states. Such approval may indicate that the company is 
authorized to write surety in a particular state, even though the 
Company is not licensed in the State. Questions related to this, my 
be directed to the appropriate State Insurance Department. 


NOTES 


(a) All Certificates of Authority expire June 30, and are renewable 
July 1, annually. Campanies holding Certificates of Authority as 
acceptable sureties on Federal bonds are also acceptable as reinsuring 
companies. 


(b) Treasury requirements do not limit the penal sum (face amount) of 
bonds which surety companies may provide. However, when the penal sum 
exceeds a company's Underwriting Limitation, the excess must be protected 
by co-insurance, reinsurance, or other methods in accordance with 
Circular 297, Revised September 1, 1978 (31 CFR Section 223.10, Section 
223.11). Treasury refers to a bond of this type as an Excess Risk. When 
Excess Risks on bonds in favor of the United States are protected by 
reinsurance, such reinsurance is to be effected by use of a Federal 
reinsurance form to be filed with the bond or within 45 days thereafter. 
In protecting such excess, the underwriting limitation in force om the day 
in which the bond was provided will govern absolutely. 
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(c) A surety company must be licensed in the State or other area in which 
it provides a bond, but need not be licensed in the State or other area in 
which the principal resides or where the contract is to be performed (28 Op. 
Atty. Gen. 127, Dec. 24, 1909; 31 CFR Section 223.5(b)). The term "other area" 
includes the District of Columbia, American Samoa, Guam, Puerto Rico, and the 
Virgin Islands. 


(da) FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS: Treasury approved surety campanies are 
required to appoint Federal process agents in accord with 31 U.S.C. 9306 and 31 
CFR 224 in the following districts: Where the principal resides; where the 
obligation is to be performed; and in the District of Columbia where the bond is 
returnable or filed. No process agent is required in the State or other area 
where the campany is incorporated (31 CFR Section 224.2). The name and address 
of a particular surety's process agent in a particular Federal Judicial District 
may be obtained fram the Clerk of the U.S. District Court in that district. 
(The appointment documents are on file with the clerks.) (NOTE: A surety 
company's underwriting agent who furnishes its bonds may or may not be its 
authorized process agent.) 


SERVICE OF PROCESS: Process should be served on the Federal process agent 
appointed by a surety in a judicial district, except where the appointment of 
such agent is pending or during the absence of such agent fram the district. 
Only in the event an agent has not been duly appointed, or the appointment is 
pending, or the agent is absent fram the district, should process be served 
directly on the Clerk of the court pursuant to the provisions of 31 U.S.C. 9306. 


(e) Campanies holding Certificates of Authority as acceptable reinsuring 
companies are acceptable only as reinsuring companies on Federal bonds. 


{FR Doc. 89-15392 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4810-35-C 
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Office of the Assistant Secretary for 


[Docket No. N-89-2001; FR-2667] 


Fund Availability for Section 8 Existing 
Housing Certificate Program for 
Operation Bootstrap 


AGENCY: Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Housing—Federal Housing 
Commissioner, HUD. 

ACTION: Notice of fund availability for 
Public Housing Agencies (PHAs) to 
participate in Operation Bootstrap. 


summary: HUD is announcing the 
availability of Section 8 Certificates for 
PHAs wishing to participate in 
Operation Bootstrap. The Department is 
interested in encouraging communities 
to develop and implement innovative 
programs to enable unemployed or 
underemployed members of families to 
become economically independent 
through the cooperative efforts of the 
public and private sectors. Section 8 
Existing Housing Certificates will be 
awarded to PHAs selected to participate 
in Operation Bootstrap. 


PATE: Applications for participation 
must be received by the local Field 
Office (Attention: Operation Bootstrap) 
by 4:00 p.m. local time on August 4, 1989. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lawrence Goldberger, Director, Office 
of Elderly and Assisted Housing, 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, 451 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20410-8000, telephone 
(202) 755-5720. Hearing- or speech- 
impaired individuals may call HUD's 
TDD number (202) 426-0015. (These 
telephone numbers are not toll-free 
numbers.) 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On June 
14, 1989 (54 FR 25426) the Department 
announced the substance of this Notice 
of Fund Availability in a document that 
indicated that details associated with 
the submission of applications would be 
separately announced following 
approval, by OMB, of the information 
collection requirements in the program. 

The collection of information 
requirements for Operation Bootstrap 
were submitted to OMB for expedited 
review under section 3504(h) of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, and 
were approved under OMB control 
number 2502-0402, expiration date June 
30, 1992. 

Accordingly, this document re- 
announces the program and invites 
applications, in accordance with the 


June 14, 1989 previous publication, by 
August 4, 1989. 


I. Introduction 


“Operation Bootstrap” is an initiative 
by HUD to encourage communities to 
develop and implement innovative 
programs to aid unemployed or 
underemployed members of low-income 
families to become economically 
independent through the cooperative 
efforts of the public and private sectors. 
The Department is initiating Operation 
Bootstrap to coordinate services to low- 
income families motivated to achieve 
economic independence, in conjunction 
with other Departmental goals. 

Operation Bootstrap builds upon the 
Department's successful Project Self- 
Sufficiency demonstrations in 1984 and 
1985, which confirmed the effectiveness 
of coordinating local resources toward 
the goal of economic independence for 
very low-income single parents. 
However, Operation Bootstrap includes 
modifications to reflect the current 
progress of welfare reform and lessons 
learned from the demonstration. 

The Department will provide a special 
allocation of Section 8 Certificates to 
PHAs selected to participate in 
Operation Bootstrap. Approximately 
3,000 Section 8 Certificates will be made 
available during Fiscal Year 1989 
nationwide for this purpose. Certificates 
will be awarded according to the criteria 
described in this Notice. A PHA may 
apply for up to a maximum of 200 
Certificates to be used for participants 
in the Operation Bootstrap programs, 
subject to the rules and regulations of 24 
CFR Part 882. In addition to housing 
assistance, local Operation Bootstrap 
programs must provide other activities 
and assistance designed to enable 
families to achieve the goal of economic 
independence. HUD anticipates 
providing rental housing assistance 
resources for this purpose in Fiscal Year 
1990. 


II. Operation Bootstrap Objectives 


The overall goal of Operation 
Bootstrap is to enable low-income 
families to become economically 
independent of government assistance 
programs. The specific objectives of the 
program are: 

(a) To develop innovative local 
strategies that effectively coordinate 
public and private resources toward the 
goal of economic independence for low- 
income families. 

(b) To integrate effectively the Section 
8 Existing Housing Assistance Payments 
Program with other public and private 
benefit programs to assist low-income 
families achieve eventual independence 
from government assistance programs. 
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(c) To provide families with stable 
rental assistance support while 
participating in Operation Bootstrap, 
allowing them to participate in job 
training programs without undue 
concern for the welfare and safety of 
their families. 

(d) To document the results of 
Operation Bootstrap and share the 
information with other communities. 

Local communities may design 
Operation Bootstrap programs that 
reflect local needs and priorities, 
available resources, and the existing 
local public and private institutions to 
achieve the objectives described above. 
Local programs must contain the 
following components: 

1. Coordinating Body. Each program 
must estabiish or use an existing local 
coordinating body to plan and 
implement its Operation Bootstrap 
program. The coordinating body must 
work with the PHA and other public and 
private agencies that have resources or 
programs available to assist low-income 
families. The coordinating body must 
develop an action plan outlining specific 
activities and services necessary to 
meet the problems of the target 
population; must secure commitments of 
local public and private resources; and 
must oversee the administration of the 
program. 

The coordinating body must include 
representatives from the PHA, other 
local public and private agencies that 
have resources or programs available to 
assist low-income families, local 
businesses, and educational facilities. 
Communities are encouraged to involve 
the local Private Industry Council, if one 
exists, and to include members of the 
medical, religious, and financial 
communities in the coordinating body. 
The coordinating body should strive for 
equal representation from the private 
and public sectors. 

2. Chief Executive Officer Support. 
The local Operation Bootstrap program 
must have the strong support and 
involvement of the chief executive 
officer of the community. Experience 
with the Project Self-Sufficiency 
demonstration indicated that this 
support and involvement was 
instrumental to program success. 

3. Private Resources. Each program 
must utilize an active group of local 
private organizations that are willing to 
commit funds, staff, equipment, use of 
buildings and property, training 
assistance, housing, employment 
opportunities, and other services to the 
program. Such organizations may 
include businesses, employee 
organizations, religious organizations, 
neighborhood organizations, medical 
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institutions, educational institutions, 
cultural and civic organizations, 
voluntary and nonprofit service groups, 
foundations and corporate 
philanthropies, and individuals. 

4. Public Resources. Each community 
with an Operation Bootstrap program 
must commit the resources of its local 
agencies to provide appropriate support 
for the program. Such resources may 
include, but are not limited to: 
Community Development Block Grant 
funds; Job Training Partnership Act 
funds; Department of Health and Human 
Services funds; transportation; the use 
of publicly-owned buildings and 
property, local government staff, labor 
and equipment, and general revenues. 

5. Action Plan. The coordinating body 
must assess the needs of the target 
population and develop an Action Plan 
of specific activities and services to 
meet those needs. The Action Plan must 
describe specific steps to be taken to 
deliver the program services and 
activities, specify a time frame for each 
step, show how public and private 
resources are to be integrated to 
implement the program, and delineate 
responsibilities for each step of 
implementation. 

To the extent necessary or 
appropriate to local circumstances, the 
following activities and services should 
be included in the Action Plan: 

(A) Child Care. The availability of 
quality child care services is considered 
an important element of a successful 
Operation Bootstrap program. Lack of 
quality child care or unreliable child 
care services can contribute to the 
failure of participants to take full 
advantage of the range of available 
support services or job training 
programs. Operation Bootstrap 
programs should take appropriate steps 
to assure that child care services are 
available for program participants. 

(B) Transportation. Local Operation 
Bootstrap programs should give 
attention to the transportation needs of 
program participants. The Project Self- 
Sufficiency demonstration indicated a 
high correlation between the availability 
of transportation and the degree to 
which participants are able to take full 
advantage of the activities provided by 
the program. 

(C) Personal and Career Counseling. 
Participants should be provided 
opportunities for counseling in basic life 
skills training that enhance the 
participants’ ability to find and retain 
employment. 

(D) Job Development and Placement. 
Local programs should identify and 
recruit potential employers early in the 
planning process, so that job training 
programs can be tailored to the needs of 


the job providers. Involving the private 

sector members of the Operation 

Bootstrap program is especially critical 

to this element of the program. The 

program should make use of a skilled 
placement officer to match individual 
participants with employment 
opportunities in the community. 

(E) Other Activities and Services. 
Other activities and services that are 
important to the success of an Operation 
Bootstrap program are: 

—Managing and monitoring the progress 
of individual participants to identify 
any problems and to make necessary 
adjustments to increase the potential 
for a participant's success in 
completing the program; 

—General education training, such as 
GED programs; 

—Support group discussions; 

—Preventive health care training; 

—Financial counseling; 

—Household maintenance training; and 

—Entrepreneurial training. 


Il. Operation Bootstrap Participants 


The families selected for participation 
in Operation Bootstrap must be eligible 
for assistance under the Section 8 
Certificate Program. Selected families 
must enroll in the Operation Bootstrap 
program before securing a Section 8 
Certificate, except that the PHA may 
include current Certificate holders in the 
program. Families selected for 
participation using Certificates made 
available from this special allocation 
must be on the PHA’s Section 8 waiting 
list. 

To the extent possible, the PHA 
should assist program participants to 
locate suitable housing by providing 
them with a list of available units that 
facilitate participation in the Operation 
Bootstrap program, such as easy access 
to public transportation or job training 
sites. All housing must meet the program 
requirements for the Section 8 Existing 
Housing Program described in 24 CFR 
Part 882. 

A community may find it feasible to 
encourage (but may not require) 
program participants to utilize the 
Certificates to obtain housing in a 
particular area if doing so would 
facilitate the coordination of other 
support services. However, participants 
in the Operation Bootstrap program may 
use the Certificates to rent housing 
anywhere in the PHA operating area. 
Consistent with a PHA’s authority to use 
up to 15 percent of its total Certificate 
funding for project-based assistance, a 
PHA may choose to use some of the 
Operation Bootstrap Certificate funding 
for project-based assistance in 
accordance with HUD regulations, 


provided the projects do not consist of 
more than 100 assisted units each. 
Communities are also encouraged to use 
other available resources, including 
Community Development Block Grants, 
to provide additional suitable housing. 


IV. Selection Criteria for PHAs 


The following factors will be 
considered in selecting PHAs to receive 
an allocation of Section 8 Certificates 
for Operation Bootstrap: 

(1) Coordination and Speed of 
Implementation. The community must 
establish or must utilize an existing 
coordinating body to develop and 
implement the program. Special 
consideration will be given to 
applications that evidence ability for 
rapid delivery of services for the 
participating families. 

(2) Commitment of Private and Public 
Resources. Each participating 
community must demonstrate the 
commitment of the resources of private 
industry, profit and nonprofit groups, 
and local public agencies to provide 
services and assistance appropriate to 
the program. 

(3) PHA Administrative Capability. 
Administrative capability of the PHA 
must be sufficient to administer the 
PHA's role in the program successfully 
within a reasonable period of time. 

(4) Innovative Mechanism for 
Coordination and Delivery of Services. 
Preference will be given to applications 
that propose innovative means of 
developing: public and private 
cooperative activities; programs 
addressing the needs of homeless 
families on the PHA’s waiting list; 
employment programs related to local or 
State free enterprize zone initiatives; 
entrepreneurial opportunities; 
homeownership opportunities through 
cooperatives; tenant management; 
neighborhood revitalization with the 
assistance of neighborhood groups; or 
coordination with agencies 
implementing the Jobs Program of the 
Family Support Act or the Job Training 
Partnership Act. 


V. Application Procedures 


Applications from PHAs for Section 8 
Certificates to be used for participants 
in local Operation Bootstrap programs 
must contain the following: 

(1) An original and two copies of a 
completed Form HUD-52515, 
Application for Existing Housing. For 
purposes of expediting the selection 
process, the PHA should encourage the 
chief executive officer of the unit of 
general local government to submit a 
letter with the PHA application 
commenting on the PHA’s application, in 





27834 


accordance with section 213 of the 
Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1974. (See 24 CFR Part 791 for 
specific requirements.) The section 213 
letter should not only comment on the 
application and indicate that approval 
of the application is consistent with the 
community's housing assistance plan, 
where applicable, but should also state 
that HUD may consider the letter to be 
the final comments, and that no 
additional comments will be submitted 
by the unit of local government. 


(2) Letters from the local chief 
executive officer and the coordinating 
body agreeing to participate in planning 
and implementation of Operation 
Bootstrap. 


(3) Description of how the application 
meets the four selection factors 


Selections will be made in 
Headquarters where all applications 
will be ranked, taking into consideration 
Regional Office evaluations with respect 
to the selection criteria described in 
Section Hl of this Notice. Funding 
decisions will be announced by 
Headquarters by September 30, 1989. 

PHAs selected to participate in 
Operation Bootstrap must comply with 
all applicable regulations and 
requirements for the Section 8 
Certificate Program. The Certificates are 
to be made initially available to eligible 
families selected for participation in the 
community's Operation Bootstrap 
program to enable them to locate decent 
and affordable housing. The Certificate 
funding may be used to provide either 
tenant-based or project-based 
assistance. 

PHAs selected to participate will be 
required to submit a revised 
Administrative Plan to the appropriate 


identified in Section IV of this Notice. 
VI. Selection and Approval Procedures 


Applications must be received by 
local Field Offices by 4:00 p.m. local 
time on August 4, 1989. The HUD Field 
Offices will perform a preliminary 
review to determine that the application 
is complete, that the PHA is currently 
administering a Section 8 Certificate 
Program, and that the PHA is capable of 
implementing Operation Bootstrap. All 
approvable applications meeting these 
eligibility threshold requirements will be 
sent to the appropriate Regional Office, 
with comments on the four selection 
factors and recommendations for 
funding. 

Regional Office staff will review all 
applications submitted through their 
Field Offices and may recommend to the 


HUD Field Office. The revised 
Administrative Plan must include 
objective criteria for identifying 
motivated applicants. ACC execution by 
HUD will not take place until the 
revised Administrative Plan has been 
approved by HUD. 


Other Matters 


The General Counsel, as the 
Designated Official under Executive 
Order No. 12606—The Family, has 
determined that this program will not 
have a significant impact on family 
formation, maintenance, or well-being. 
The program will generally benefit 
participating families since it is designed 
to provide support and encouragement 
to upwardly mobile family units in their 
efforts to move toward economic self- 
sufficiency. 

The General Counsel, as the 
Designated Official under section 6{a) of 
Executive Order 12611—Federalism, has 


Federal Register / Vol. 54, No. 125 / Friday, June 30, 1989 / Notices 


Headquarters Office of Elderly and 
Assisted Housing up to 1% times the 
Region's target allocation. The Field or 
Regional Office may recommend 
approval of a smaller number of units 
than were applied for by the PHA, and 
may review the applications on the 
basis of the reduced number. 
Applications will not be ranked by the 
Regional Office, but, for each 
application forwarded to Headquarters, 
the Regional Office will provide a i 
narrative including a description of how 
each of the selection factors is met by 
the applicant. The metro and nonmetro 
contract and budget authority should be 
specified for each recommended 
application. 

Each Region may submit applications 
in accordance with the following table: 


$17,162,700 


determined that this program does not 
involve the preemption of State law and 
does not have other negative 
implications associated with principles 
of Federalism. The program described in 
this Notice provides for a variety of 
means by which community leaders and 
public housing authorities may develop 
their own programs, with help from 
HUD in the form of additional housing 
assistance, aimed at the general goal of 
marshaling resources toward economic 
independence for low-income families. 
The program will be carried out within 
existing HUD regulations and in 
compliance with State and local laws. 


Dated: June 23, 1989. 
John R. Ambrogne, Jr., 
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Policy, 
Financial Management and Administration. 
[FR Doc. 89-15436 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4210-27-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 
14 CFR Part 91 


Transponder With Automatic Altitude 
Reporting Capability Requirement 
AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration, DOT. 

ACTION: Policy statement. 


summManry: This action announces policy 


regarding portions of the Transponder 
with Automatic Altitude Reporting 
Capability Requirement final rule which 
provides for authorization to deviate 
from the requirements of the same rule.., 
EFFECTIVE DATE: This policy is effective 
June 30, 1989. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Reginald C. Matthews, Airspace- 
Rules and Aeronautical Information 
Division, ATO-200, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20591, 
telephone (202) 267-8783. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Effective 
July 1, a transponder with altitude 
encoding capability (Mode C 
transponder) is required for most 
operations conducted in the vicinity of 
terminal control areas (TCA) located at 
the Nation's most congested airports. 
This requirement, issued as a final rule 
(53 FR 23356; June 21, 1988), is designed 
to significantly reduce the danger of 
midair collisions by giving air traffic 
controllers additional information to 
assist them in identifying and resolving 
conflicts between controlled and 
noncontrolled aircraft operating near 
TCA’s. 

On June 16, 1989, the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) published a final 
rule (54 FR 25680) that responded to a 
petition for rulemaking from the Aircraft 
Owners and Pilots Association (AOPA), 
the Experimental Aircraft Association 
(EAA), and the Helicopter Association 
International (HAI). The petitioners 
sought to modify the Federal Aviation 
Regulations regarding Mode C and 
Mode §S transponder requirements. The 
pertinent part of that final rule denied 
the portion of that petition which sought 


to reduce the size of the area commonly 
referred to as the Mode C Veil (30-mile 
radius of a TCA primary airport) where 
aircraft are required to be equipped with 
a Mode C transponder. 

The FAA has become aware that 
many pilots delayed their decision to 
purchase the required equipment 
pending the outcome of the FAA's 
decision on a petition filed by the EAA, 
the AOPA, and the HAI. Considering 
that the petition was denied only 14 
days prior to the implementation date of 
the rule that was the subject of the 
petition, the FAA believes action is 
necessary to allow operators flexibility 
while transitioning to the new rule. 
Accordingly, the FAA has determined 
that a limited transition period can be 
established, without adversely affecting 
safety, in accordance with existing air 
traffic control (ATC) authorization 
provisions of the rule. This transition 
period should allow aircraft operators 
who have ordered or purchased Mode C 
equipment but have not been able to 
have the equipment installed, a 
reasonable period of time to meet the 
requirements of the rule. This period will 
also allow ATC facility managers 
additional time to process such requests. 

To request an ATC authorization, 
aircraft operators should telephone the 
appropriate ATC facility listed below, 
Monday thru Friday, between the hours 
of 0900-1500 local time. Requests will 
not be accepted on ATC frequencies. 
Operators should be prepared to give 
the ATC facility the aircraft 
identification(s) and type(s), operator's 
name and daytime telephone number, 
reason for the request, and if 
appropriate, the expected date to be in 
compliance with the rule. The ATC 
facility will only authorize operations 
within its specific TCA Veil and will 
assign the operator a code number for 
each authorization. Unless requesting 
ATC services or specifically required by 
the authorization, operators need not 
establish two-way radio 
communications with the ATC facility 
while conducting authorized operations. 

Other operators who conduct 
operations to/from/at airports on the 
fringe of the TCA Veil, in areas without 
radar coverage, or in aircraft not 
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configured to handle the required 
equipment also fall under this policy. 
These operators may also qualify for an 
authorization for a period of time 
beyond this transition period. Operators 
qualifying for such a long-term 
authorization must submit written 
documentation to justify the additional 
authorization within the above- 
mentioned transition period. 

It is anticipated that a reasonable 
period of time for aircraft operators to 
obtain the required equipment should 
not exceed 90 days. Therefore, operators 
who have a need for an authorization 
for a longer period will be expected to 
provide appropriate documentation 
during the time specified by the local 
ATC facility (not to exceed 90 days) to 
support their requests. While these 
initial ATC authorizations may be given 
verbally, subsequent authorizations 
responding to a long-term need will be 
issued in writing. 


TCA Veils and Telephone Numbers 


Atlanta, GA (404) 669-1203 

Boston, MA (617) 567-6622 

Chicago, IL (312) 601-5540 

Cleveland, OH (216) 265-4800 

Dallas/Fort Worth, TX (214) 453-4214 
(Must use area code for all calls to 
Dallas/Fort Worth) 

Denver, CO (303) 355-1610 

Detroit, MI (313) 942-3349 

Honolulu, HI (808) 836-1761 

Houston, TX (713) 443-1333 

Kansas City, MO (816) 243-3855 

Las Vegas, NV (702) 388-6559 

Los Angeles, CA (213) 215-2040 

Miami, FL (305) 526-2648 

Minneapolis, MN (612) 725-4417 

New Orleans, LA (504) 466-9746 

New York, NY (516) 683-2910 

Philadelphia, PA (215) 492-4100 

Pittsburgh, PA (412) 269-9247 

St. Louis, MO (314) 427-4932 

San Diego, CA (619) 557-6545 

San Francisco, CA (415) 273-6005 

Seattle, WA (206) 764-6614 

Washington, DC (202) 557-2861. 
Issued in Washington, DC, on June 26, 1989. 

William H. Pollard, 

Associate Administrator for Air Traffic. 

[FR Doc. 89-15490 Filed 6-27-89; 11:36 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 
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AGENCY: United States Parole 
Commission. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Parole Commission is 
amending its paroling guidelines at 28 
CFR 2.20, Chapter Three, Subchapter D, 
section 331(f), to provide instruction as 
to how offenses involving the fraudulent 
manufacture, sale and use of credit 
cards should be rated. Currently, there 
is not a means to consistently assess 
these types of offenses which often 
involve some degree of sophistication, 
planning, and orchestration. The revised 
guidelines provide for three separate 
classes of credit card related offenses. 
This rule will provide a fair assessment 
of the relative seriousness of the types 
of offenses described. 


Dates: Effective June 30, 1989. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard K. Preston, Attorney, Telephone 
(301) 492-5959. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Over the 
past few years, the Parole Commission 
has noted a significant increase in the 
fraudulent use and fraudulent 
manufacture of credit cards. In the past, 
rating the seriousness of an offense 
involving the use of a stolen credit card 
has been fairly straightforward. 
However, the recent trend of 
manufacturing fraudulent credit cards 
and the wholesale distribution or 
possession of multiple stolen credit 
cards has not been adequately 
addressed in the Commission's 
guidelines. Therefore, the Commission is 
making the following changes in order to 
more consistently assess the type of 
offenses involving credit cards. 

The Commission published a 
proposed rule at 54 FR 15226-27 on April 
17, 1989. The Commission received no 


public comment on the proposed change. 


The Commission adopted the proposed 
rule with one editorial change inserting 
the word “grade” at the beginning of the 
new subpart (4). 

This proposed rule change will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 


within the meaning of the Regulatory 
, Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 28 CFR Part 2 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Prisoners, Probation and 
parole. 


The Amendment 


Accordingly, the Parole Commission 
amends part 2 of 28 CFR as follows: 


PART 2—{ AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for 28 CFR 
Part 2 continues to read: 

Authority: 18 U.S.C. 4203({a)(1) and 
4204(a)(6). 

2. 28 CFR 2.20, Guidelines for 
Decisionmaking, Chapter Three, 
Subchapter D, Paragraph 331(f) is 
amended to add a new subpart (4). The 
revised paragraph will read as follows: 


§2.20 Paroling policy guidelines: 
Statement of general policy. 
Chapter Three Offenses Involving 
Property 

Subchapter D—Theft and Related 
Offenses. 

331 eee 

(f) Exceptions: 

(4) Grade manufacture, sale, and 
fraudulent use of credit cards as follows: 

(i) Grade the manufacture, distribution 
or possession of counterfeit or altered 
credit cards as not less than Category 
Four. 

(ii) Grade the distribution or 
possession of multiple stolen credit 
cards as not less than Category Three. 

(iii) Grade the distribution or 
possession of a single stolen credit card 
as not less than Category Two. 

Date: June 13, 1989. 

Benjamin F. Baer, 

Chairman, U.S. Parole Commission. 

[FR Doc. 89-15467 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 


28 CFR Part 2 
Paroling, Recommitting and 
Supervisi 


AGENCY: United States Parole 
Commission. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


summary: The Parole Commission is 
revising its disclosure regulation, at 28 


CFR 2.56 entitled “Disclosure of Parole 
Commission Regional Office File,” with 
regard to the exemptions used to 
withhold material from a prisoner or 
parolee. The Commission will now use 
the exemptions to disclosure found in 
the Freedom of Information Act, Title 5, 
United States Code, Section 552 at 
subsection (b) (1)-{9). This change is 
intended to conform the Parole 
Commission's disclosure procedures 
with those used by other components of 
the Department of Justice. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: October 1, 1989. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Janice G. McLeod, Attorney, U.S. Parole 
Commission, 5550 Friendship Boulevard, 
Chevy Chase, Maryland, Telephone 
(301) 492-5959. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: At 
present, the Parole Commission's 
regulation for processing disclosure 
requests received from prisoners or 
parolees for materials maintained in 
files related to them, provides that 
material may be withheld to the extent 
that it contains those types of materials 
set out in the three exemptions to 
disclosure found at 18 U.S.C. 4208{c) of 
the Parole Commission and 
Reorganization Act of 1976 (PCRA). The 
Parole Commission is amending its 
disclosure regulation to provide for use 
of the nine Freedom of Information Act 
exemptions to disclosure found at 5 
U.S.C. 552{b) (1)-{9) rather than the 
three PCRA exemptions when 
processing requests submitted by 
prisoners or parolees for materials from 
files of which they are the subject. This 
will conform the Parole Commission's 
disclosure procedures with that used by 
other components of the Department of 
Justice. This procedural change will be 
implemented by revision of the 
Commission's response letters to 
disclosure requestors. The response 
letters will include identification of the 
documents or portions thereof withheld, 
a listing of the Freedom of Information 
Act exemption or exemptions relied 
upon to withhold information, a brief 
explanation of the manner in which the 
exemption of exemptions apply to each 
record withheld as well as a statement 
advising the requestor of his 
administrative appeal rights. 

This rule change will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
within the meaning of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. 


Lists of Subjects in 28 CFR Part 2 


Administrative practice and 
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procedure, Prisoners, Probation and 
parole. 


28: CFR Part 2. is amended as follews: 
PART 2—[ AMENDED} 


1. The authority citation for 28 CFR 
Part 2 continues to read: 


Authority: 18 U.S.C. 4203(a){2}: and: 
4204{a)(6). 


2. 28’ CFR 2.56 is amended by revising 


paragraphs (aj, (c}, and (g} to read’ as 
follows: 


§2.56 Disclosure of parofe commission 
regional office fite.. - 

(a} Procedure. Copies of disclosable 
records pertaining to a prisoner or a 
parolee which are contained in the 
prisoner's regional office file may be 
obtained by that prisoner or parolee 
upon written request pursuant to this 
section. Such requests shall be. 
answered as soon as. possible in the 
order of their receipt. Other persons may 
obtain copies of such documents only 
upon proof of authorization from the 
prisoner or parolee. concerned or te the 
extent permissable under the Freedonv 
of Information. Act or the Privacy Act of 
1974. 

(c) Exemptions to disclosure. As 


extent it contains material exempt freny 
disclosure under the Freedom of 
Informatien Act. 5-U.S.C. 552(b){1}-{9). 
(g) Relation to other provisions, 
Disclosure under this section is. 
authorized. by 28 CFR 16. 85. under which 


section. In no event will the Commission 
consider satisfaetion of a request under 
this section, the Freedom of Information 
Act, or the Privacy Act of 1974, to be a 
prerequisite to an adequate parole 
hearing under 18 U.S.C. 4208 (for which 
disclosure is exclusively by: 

§ 2.55 of this part) or to the exercise of a 
parole applicant's appeal rights under 18 
U.S.C. 4215. 


Dated: June 15,,1989, 
Benjamin F. Baer;, 
Chairman, US. Parole Cemmission 
{FR Doc. 89-15472 Filed 6-29-89; 8:46 am} 
BILLING CODE 4110-01-@ 


28 CFR Part2 


AGENCY: United States Parole 
Commission. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Parole Commission has: 
promulgated a final rule setting forth a 
procedure for conducting hearings for 
prisoners who are transferred to the 
United States pursuant to a treaty and 
who have been convicted in foreign 
countzies for committed after 
November 1, 1987. This.rule implements 
the provisions of the Anti-Drug Abuse 
Act of 1988 which requires. the Parole 
Commission to determine release dates 
for these prisoners as though the 
prisoners have been convicted in a 
United States District Court. See 18: 
U.S.C. 4106A. 


DATES: Effective June 30, 1969: 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:. 
Richard K. Preston, Atterney, United 
States Parole Commission, 5550 
Friendship Boulevard, Chevy Chase,, 
Maryland 20815. Telephone (301} 492- 
5959. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Parole Cammission: has jurisdiction over 
all prisoners and parolees: who are 
transferred from foreign countries 
pursuant to treaty..Prior to the 
Sentencing Reform Act of 1984, the 
Parole Commission: had: authority, under 
18 U.S.€.. 4106, to make: parole release 
decisions for all prisoners,. and to 
supervise all parolees, transferred to the 
United States. 18 U.S.C. 4100-4115 
(originally enacted! Octaber 28, 1977). 
The Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 
removed all references to the Parole 
Commission im 18: U.S.C. 4106. and 
amended that provision ta make all 
transferees subject to the sentencing 
guidelines (premuigated by the U.S. 


The 1984 amendment to section: 4106 
left two: important questions: 
unanswered. First, it failed to make it 
clear whether the changes would apply 
to prisoners whe: committed their 
offenses prior to Nevember 1, 1987 but 
were not transferred to U.S. jurisdiction 
until on or after November 1, 1987. 
Second, it failed to indicate which 
agency would determine the sentencing 
guidelines for the transferees. 


The Sentencing Act of 1987 settled the 
first issue by stating that the old version 
of section 4106 would apply to all 
transferees who.cemmitted their 
offenses prior to November Tf, 1987, 
regardless of when they were eventually 
transferred. The 1887 Act required the 
Parole Commission to determine parole 
release dates for all transferees who 
committed their offenses before 
November 1, 1987. The Anti-Drug Abuse 
Act of 1988 resolved the second question 
by creating a supplemental provision, 13: 
U.S.C. 4106A, which requires the Parole 
Commission to determine release dates: 
for transferees whe committed their 
offense-after November 1, 1967. The 1988: 
Act requires the Parole Commission to 
apply the applicable sentencing 
guidelines: “as though the offender were 
convicted in a United: States District 
Court of a similar offense”. 16 U.S.C. 
4106A{b}{1}{A}, It alse permits an appeal 
of the Commission's decision: toa U.S. 
Court of Appeals.. The precedures. 
published below are in. respense to the 
new 0 of the Commission. 
requised by the 1988 legislation. 

The Parole Commission. interprets the 
1988 legislation as authorizing the 
Commission. to. determine release dates 
for transferred prisoners who committed 
their offenses after November 1, 1987, by 
way of procedures. similar to those that 
have been used te-determine release: 
dates for parole eligible prisoners. The 
procedures published. below, however, 
grant more procedural rights tea 
transferred prisoner who committed his 
offense after November 1, 1987, than are 
available to parole eligible prisoners. 
These procedures satisfy three 
objectives: (1] The need to produce a 
record that is similar to the record 
presented to a U.S. Court of Appeals 
from a U.S. District Court sentencing 
guideline determination, (2], the need to 
have as many issues as possible 
resolved or put in focus prior to the 
hearing, and (3} the need to give the 
prisoner similar procedural rights he 
would have im a sentencing proceeding 
without departing the Commission’s 
traditional reliance upor hearing 
examiners to make a recommended 
decision. 

The Parole Commission interprets the 
1988 legislation as requiring Parole 
Commissioners to make the release 
decision, but permitting its hearing 
examiners to conduct the special’ 
transferee hearings. in the Commission’s 
view, Congress was aware of, and 
implicitly contemplated the use of, the 
Commission's existing statutory 
procedures for setting release dates for 
offenders witl parolable offenses. These 
procedures permit delegation of 
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authority to hearing examiners to 
conduct hearings and to receive 
evidence. 18 U.S.C. 4203(c) (1976). 

The regulation set forth below was 
first published as an interim regulation 
with a request for public comment. See 
54 FR 11689-11691 (March 21, 1989). The 
Commission received no comment on 
the substance of the interim procedure. 
The Commission did, however, receive 
one comment from the Chief U.S. 
Probation Officer of the District of 
Vermont, James Dean, alerting the 
Commission to the fact that a senior U.S. 
Probation Officer in his district, 
Tommaso D. Rendino, serves as a 
liaison with the Province of Quebec, 
Canada. The comment suggests that the 
Commission make it known that Mr. 
Rendino can be of service to probation 
officers preparing post sentence report 
for prisoners transferred pursuant to 
treaty who committed their offense in 
Quebec, Canada. 

Although no substantive comment 
was received, the Commission's 
experience with the interim procedures © 
prompted the Commission to modify the 
procedures at the last Parole 
Commission meeting. Subsection (c) was 
divided into two sections creating a new 
subsection (d) entitled “opportunity to 
object”. The Commission decided to 
increase the time for a transferee to 
submit his objections to the post- 
sentence report to the probation officer 
from ten days to thirty. It was 
determined that ten calendar days was 
insufficient time for a defense attorney 
to prepare objections. The new 
subsection (d) also indicates that 
probation officers must transmit copies 
of all documents relating to an objection 
to the post-sentence report, including 
any addendum to the report to the 
Parole Commission prior to a special 
transferee hearing. 

The Commission's modification of the 
interim rule also included an expanded 
explanation as to the Commission's 
authority to set forth conditions of any 
period of supervised release imposed. 
Under subsection (i), a new subpart (4) 
was added and the language from 
subpart (3) with regard to additions of 
any period of supervised release was 
moved to the new subpart (4). The 
Commission decided, as a matter of 
policy, that it would presume that the 
recommended conditions of supervised 
release provided in section 5.B1.4{a) of 
the sentencing guidelines would be 
reasonably necessary in every case 
unless specifically found otherwise. 
Remaining changes to the interim rule 
involved converting all references to a 
presentence report to a post-sentence 


report and a renumbering of the 
subsections. 

This final rule will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
within the meaning of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 28 CFR Part 2. 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Prisoners, Probation and 
parole. 


PART 2—[ AMENDED] 


Accordingly, 28 CFR Part 2 is 
amended as follows: 

1. The authority citation for Part 2 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 18 U.S.C. 4203({a)(1) and 
4204(a)(6). 

2. The interim rule amending 28 CFR 
Part 2 by adding § 2.62 which was 
published at 54 FR 11689-11691 on 
March 21, 1989, is adopted as a final rule 
as revised. The revised § 2.62 reads as 
follows: 


§2.62 Prisoners transferred pursuant to 
treaty. 

(a) Applicability and jurisdiction. 
Prisoners transferred by treaty who 
committed their offenses on or after 
November 1, 1987 shall receive a special 
transferee hearing pursuant to the 
procedures found in this section and 18 
U.S.C. 4106{A), as amended by the Anti- 
Drug Abuse Act of 1988. Prisoners 
transferred by treaty who committed 
their offenses prior to November 1, 1987, 
are immediately for parole and 
shall recieve a hearing pursuant 
to procedures found at 26 CFR 2.13. The 
Commission's jurisdiction in either case 
is the limit of the sentence imposed by 
the foreign court, and the Commission 
shall treat the foreign conviction as 
though it were a lawful conviction in a 
United States District Court. 

(b) Interview upon entry. Following 
the transferee's entry into the United 
States, the transferee shall, without : 
unnecessary delay, be interviewed by a 
United States Probation Officer who 
shall inform the transferee of his rights 
under this regulation. The transferee 
shall be given the appropriate forms for 
appointment of counsel pursuant to 18 
U.S.C. 3006(A) at the interview if 
appointment of counsel is requested. 

(c) Postsentence report. A 
postsentence investigation report, which 
shall include an estimated sentencing 
classification and sentencing guideline 
range, shall be prepared by the 
probation office in the district of entry 
(or the transferee’s home district). 
Disclosure of the postsentence report 
shall be made as soon as the report is 
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completed, by delivery of a copy of the 
report to the transferee and his counsel 
(in any). Confidential material contained 
in the postsentence investigation report 
may be withheld pursuant to the 
procedures of 18 U.S.C. 4208(c). 

(d) Opportunity to object. The 
transferee (or counsel) shall have thirty 
calendar days after disclosure of the 
postsentence report to transmit any 
objections to the report he may have, in 
writing, to the probation officer. The 
probation officer shall transmit a copy 
of all documents relating to any 
objection to the postsentence report, 
including any addendum to the report, to 
the Commission prior to the hearing. The 
Commission shall reveiw the report and 
may request that a corrected report or 
additional information be submitted by 
the probation officer. Any disputes of 
fact or disputes concerning the 
application of the sentencing guidelines 
that may remain following the probation 
officer's preparation of the addendum (if 
any) to the postsentence report shall be 
resolved at the Special Transferree 
Hearing. 

(e) Special transferee hearing. A 
special transferee hearing shall be 
conducted within 60.days from the 
transferee’s entry into the United States, 
or as soon as practicable following 
completion of the postsentence 
investigation report along with any 
corrections or addendum to that report 
and appointment of counsel for an 
indigent transferee. 

(f) Representation. The transferee 
shall have the opportunity to be 
represented by counsel (retained by the 
transferee or, if financially unable to 
retain counsel, counsel shall be 
provided pursuant to 18 U.S.C. 3006(A)), 
at all stages of the proceeding set forth 
in this section. The transferee may 
select a non-lawyer representative as 
provided in 28 CFR 2.61. 

(g) Decisionmaking criteria. The 
Commission shall apply the guidelines 
promulgated by the United States 
Sentencing Commission, as though the 
transferee were convicted in a United 
States District Court of a statutory 
offense most nearly similar to the 
offense of which the transferee was 
convicted in the foreign court. . 

(h) Hearing procedures. Special 
transferee hearings shall be conducted 
by a panel of examiners. Each special 
transferee hearing shall be recorded by 
a certified court reporter and the 
proceedings shall be transcribed if the 
determination of the Commission is 
appealed. The following procedures 
shall apply at a special transferee 
proceeding, unless waived by the 
transferee: 
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(1) The examiner panel shall inquire 
whether the transferee and his counsel 
have had an opportunity to read and 
discuss the postsentence investigation 
report and whether the transferee is 
prepared to go forward with the hearing. 
If not, the transferee shall be-given the 
opportunity to continue the hearing. 

(2) The transferee shall have an 
opportunity to present documentary 
evidence and to testify on his own 
behalf. 

(3) Oral testimony of interested 
parties may be taken with prior advance 
permission of the Regional 
Commissioner. 

(4) The transferee and his counsel 
shall be afforded the opportunity to 
comment upon the guideline estimate 
contained in the postsentence 
investigation report (and the addendum, 
if any), and to present arguments and 
information relating to the Commission's 
final guideline determination and 
decision. 

(5) Disputes of material fact shall be 
resolved by a preponderance of the 
evidence, with written recommended 
findings by the panel unless the panel 
determines, on the record, not to take 
the controverted matter into account. 

(6) The transferee shall be notified of 
the panel’s recommended findings of 
fact, and its recommended 
determination and reasons therefore, at 
the conclusion of the hearing. 

(i) Final decision. The Commission 
shall render a decision as soon as 
practicable and without unnecessary 
delay. The decision shall set a release 
date and a period and conditions of 
supervised release. The Commission 
may, in its discretion, defer a decision 
and order a rehearing, provided that a 
statement of the reason(s) for ordering a 
rehearing is issued to the transferee and 
his counsel (if any). The Commission's 
final decision shall be supported by a 
statement of reasons explaining: 

(1) The similar offense selected as the 
basis for the Commission's decision; 

(2) The basis for the guideline range 
applied; 

(3) The reason for making a release 
determination at a particular point 
within range if the range exceeds 
twenty-four months, or the special 
reason for departing from the range if: 
applicable. If the release determination 
is within a range that does not exceed 
twenty-four months, the Commission 
need not identify the reason for making 
its determination at a particular point 
within that range. 

(4) The conditions of any period of 
supervised release imposed. The 
Commission presumes that the 
recommended conditions of supervised 
release provided in section 5B1.4(a) of 


the sentencing guidelines are reasonably 
necessary in every case, and those 
conditions shall be imposed unless the 
Commission finds otherwise. The 
Commission may also impose special 
conditions of supervised release 
whenever deemed reasonably necessary 
in an individual case. 

(j) Appeal. The transferee shall be 
advised of his right to appeal the 
decision of the Commission to the 
United States Court of Appeals that has 
jurisdiction over the district in which the 
transferee is confined. 

Dated: June 13, 1989. 

Benjamin F. Baer, 

Chairman, U.S. Parole Commission. 

[FR Doc. 89-15469 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 


28 CFR Part 2 


Paroling, Recommitting and 
Supervising Federal Prisoners; Interim 
Procedures for Prisoners Serving 
Aggregated U.S. and D.C. Code 
Sentences 


AGENCY: United States Parole 
Commission. 


ACTION: Interim rule with request for 
public comment. 


SUMMARY: The U.S. Parole Commission 


is publishing an interim rule establishing 
parole procedures for prisoners serving 
aggregated U.S. and D.C. Code 
sentences. These procedures apply to 
both parole and parole revocation 
decisions. The purpose of this interim 
rule is to achieve compliance with 
federal court decisions entitling D.C. 
Code Offenders housed in federal 
prisons to the benefit of D.C. parole 
laws and regulations. In the case of D.C. 
Code offenders who are serving both 
U.S. and D.C. Code sentences, the 
Commission has devised a policy to 
reconcile both sets of parole statutes 
and regulations within the framework of 
the aggregated sentence. The 
Commission is requesting public 
comment on the procedure set forth in 
the interim rule. 


DATES: Effective August 1, 1989. Public 
comment must be received by 
September 1, 1989. 


ADDRESSES: Comments should be sent 
to the Office of the General Counsel, 
U.S. Parole Commission, 5550 Friendship 
Boulevard, Chevy Chase, Maryland 
20815, Attn: Michael A. Stover, General 
Counsel. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard Preston, Staff Attorney, at (301) 
492-5959. 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


27841 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 24 
D.C. Code 209, the U.S. Parole 
Commission has jurisdiction over all 
District of Columbia Code offenders 
who are housed in federal prisons. This 
includes prisoners who are serving D.C. 
Code sentences that have been 
aggregated with U.S. Code sentences. 

In recent years, numerous court 
decisions have required the U.S. Parole 
Commission to apply District of 
Columbia parole laws and regulations to 
D.C. Code offenders. These courts 
appear to have assumed that D.C. Code 
offenders who are serving simultaneous 
U.S. and D.C. Code sentences are at 
least entitled to the partial benefit of 
D.C. parole laws and regulations. See 
Johnson v. Williford, 821 F.2d 1279 (7th 
Cir. 1987). These offenders also make up 
a subclass in the class-action litigation 
of Cosgrove v. Thornburgh, Civil Action 
No. 80-5016 NH], in the U.S. District 
Court for the District of Columbia. 

For this category of prisoner, the U.S. 
Bureau of Prisons is obliged to combine 
all sentences, and to take a “full 
aggregation approach” in calculating the 
parole eligibility date and the maximum 
term. Chatman-Bey v. Meese, 797 F.2d 
987 (D.C. Cir. 1986). Therefore, the task 
for the Commission has been to devise a 
policy by which federal parole laws and 
regulations can be applied to the federal 
crimes and sentences, and D.C. parole 
laws and regulations can be applied to 
the D.C. crimes and sentences, all within 
the framework of a single aggregate 
sentence. 

The policy set forth below requires 
separate accountability for each set of 
crimes the prisoner has committed (D.C. 
and U.S. Code). 

The federal time is established 
according to the federal parole 
guidelines at 28 CFR 2.20. The federal 
time is always served first regardless of 
the actual sentence structure, because 
only the federal parole guidelines permit 
the Commission to establish at the 
initial hearing a definite number of 
months for the prisoner to serve. The 
D.C. parole guidelines require a decision 
to be made, either at the initial hearing 
or at a subsequent rehearing, to grant or 
deny parole. This decision is made 
pursuant to a point score system. 

The minimum term of a D.C. Code 
sentence is always treated by the D.C. 
Board as the basic offense severity 
component of the D.C. parole guidelines. 
The D.C. Code minimum term is 
therefore considered by the Commission 
as establishing the guideline measure of 
offense severity for the D.C. Code 
crimes. This is referred to as the “D.C. 
minimum time.” The prisoner must serve 
that time, to account for his D.C. crimes, 
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before receiving the parole decision 
described above. 

In determining how to combine the 
D.C. minimum time with the federal 
time, the Commission will employ the 
Multiple Separate Offenses Table in its 
own guidelines at 28 CFR 2.20. This 
table contains a graduated series of 
increases in punishment for multiple 
offenses. In this way, accountability for 
the seriousness of the D.C. crimes is not 
automatically concurrent or consecutive 
with the time required by the federal 
guidelines for the federal crimes, but 
may be concurrent, or partly 
consecutive, according to the formula 
established by the Multiple Separate 
Offenses Table. (In extremely 
aggravated cases, the Commission will 
order consecutive service.) 

To use the table requires the 
Commission to convert the D.C. 
minimum time to an equivalent federal 
offense severity rating. This should not 
be construed as a substitution of federal 
punishment for the D.C. crime, because 
it is the D.C. minimum time, not federal 
guideline policies, that directly 
determines the offense severity rating 
used. This offense severity rating 
corresponds to the range of time on the 
federal guidelines that equals the 
minimum term of the D.C. Code 
sentence. This method gives the 
Commission a common denominator for 
application of the Multiple Separate 
Offenses Table to both U.S. and D.C. 
Code crimes. 

If the inclusion of the equivalent 
offense severity rating for the D.C. Code 
offenses results in a higher range of time 
than the guideline range for the U.S. 
Code offenses, the prisoner must serve 
the difference between these guideline 
ranges, over and above the federal time. 
(This difference can never exceed the 
D.C. minimum time itself.) 

When the offender has completed the 
time required to satisfy the federal 
guidelines, and has completed any 
additional time required by the table to 
satisfy basic offense accountability for 
his D.C. Code offense(s), the 
Commission then applies the point score 
of the D.C. Board of Parole to determine 
the prisoner's suitability for parole. This 
may be at, or after, the eligibility date of 
the aggregate sentence. A prisoner is not 
entitled to the benefit of the D.C. point 
score upon completion of the aggregate 
minimum term, because such a policy 
would require the Commission to ignore 
the guidelines applicable to the U.S. 
Code offenses. 

Finally, the interim regulation set forth 
below continues to be subject to 
litigation in Cosgrove v. Thornburgh, 
and may be changed. 


Implementation: The interim 
regulation wi'! be applied to all 
prisoners serving aggregated U.S. and 
D.C. Code sentences as they come up for 
hearings or administrative appeals in 
the normal course of case processing. 
The Commission has voted to ensure 
that a prisoner receives a review 
hearing at eligibility on the aggregate 
sentence, even if previously given an 
initial parole hearing and continued to a 
date beyond his eligibility for the 
application of the D.C. point score. 

The Commission welcomes public 
comment on the interim rule and will 
consider all timely-received comment 
prior to promulgating a final rule. 

This interim rule will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
within the meaning of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 28 CFR Part 2 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Prisoners, Probation and 
parole. 


PART 2—{ AMENDED] 


Accordingly, 28 CFR Part 2 is 
amended as follows: 

The authority citation for Part 2 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 18 U.S.C. 4203{a}({1) and 
4204{a)(6). 
2. A new § 2.66 is added as follows: 


§ 2.66 Paroling policy for prisoners 
serving aggregate U.S. and D.C. Code 
sentences. 

(a) Applicability. This regulation 
applies to all prisoners serving any 
combination of U.S. and D.C. Code 
sentences that have been aggregated by 
the U.S. Bureau of Prisons. Such 
individuals are considered for parole on 
the basis of a single parole eligibility 
and mandatory release date on the 
aggregate sentence. Pursuant to § 2.5, 
every decision made by the 
Commission, including the grant, denial, 
and revocation of parole, is made on the 
basis of the aggregate sentence. 

(b) Basic policy. The Commission 
shall apply the guidelines at § 2.20 to the 
prisoner's U.S. Code crimes, and the 
guidelines of the District of Columbia 
Board of Parole to the prisoner's D.C. 
Code crimes. 

(c) Determining the federal guideline 
range. The Commission shall first 
consider the U.S. Code offenses 
pursuant to the guidelines at § 2.20, and 
shall determine the appropriate number 
of months to be served (the prisoner's 
“federal time”). The Commission shall 
deem the “federal time” to have 
commenced with the prisoner's initial 
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commitment on the current aggregate 
sentence, including jail time. 

(d) Decisions above the federal 
guideline range. The “federal time” thus 
determined may be a decision within, 
below or above the federal guidelines, 
but it shall not exceed the limit of the 
U.S. Code sentence, i.e., the number of 
months that would be required by the 
statutory release date if the U.S. Code 
sentence is less than five years, or the 
two-thirds date if the U.S. Code 
sentence is five years or more. The D.C. 
Code criminal behavior may not be used 
as an aggravating offense factor, but 
may be used as predictive basis for 
exceeding the federal guideline range to 
account for the actual degree and/or 
seriousness of risk. 

(e) Determining the D.C. minimum 
time. The Commission shall then 
determine the D.C. “minimum time,” 
which shall be a period of time equal to 
the aggregate minimum term of the 
prisoner's D.C. Code sentences. This 
determination is made on the premise 
that the minimum term of the prisoner's 
D.C. Code sentence is the offense 
severity component of the applicable 
guidelines of the D.C. Board of Parole. 

(f} Combining the federal time and the 
D.C. minimum time. The “federal time” 
will be combined with the D.C. 
“minimum time” in the following 
manner: 

(1) The Commission will convert the 
D.C. minimum time into an equivalent 
offense severity rating on the federal 
guidelines at § 2.20. The Commission 
shall do so by referring to the guideline 
ranges that are applicable to the 
prisoner's salient factor score, and shall 
select the offense severity rating that 
corresponds to the highest guideline 
range that would be satisfied by service 
of the D.C. minimum time. For example, 
a D.C. minimum term of five years for a 
prisoner within a salient factor score of 
5 would be converted to a Category Five 
offense severity rating because it falls 
within the guideline range of 48-60 
months under the “good” parole 
prognosis category. If the D.C. minimum 
time is 40 months, it would be converted 
to a Category Four offense severity 
rating because the highest range it 
would satisfy would be 26-34 months. 

(2) The Commission shall then 
determine an aggregate guideline range 
by reference to the Multiple Separate 
Offenses Table at § 2.20 (excluding any 
U.S. Code offenses to which the Table 
does not apply, e.g., escape, failure to 
appear, and prison misconduct). 

(3) If the resulting aggregate guideline 
range is the same as the basic federal 
guideline range (excluding escape, 
failure to appear, and prison 
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misconduct), the Commission shall 
permit the federal time to be concurrent 
with the D.C. minimum time. The 
Commission shall then schedule a D.C. 
parole hearing to be held four months 
prior to completion of the federal time, 
or four months before the prisoner is 
eligible on the aggregate sentence, 
whichever is late. At that hearing, the 
Commission shall apply the point score 
system of the guidelines of the D.C. 
Board of Parole. This result shall be 
required if the D.C. Code conviction is 
for the same offense behavior as the 
U.S. Code conviction. 

(4) If the aggregate guideline range is 
greater than the basic federal guideline 
range, the Commission shall require the 
prisoner to serve a number of months 
beyond the federal time that is equal to 
the difference between the minimum of 
the basic federal guideline range and the 
minimum of the aggregate guideline 
range. The Commission shall then 
schedule a D.C. parole hearing to be 
held four months prior to the date on 
which this additional period of time is 
completed (the “D.C. guideline date”), or 
the eligibility date, if later. At that 
hearing, the Commission shall apply the 
point score system of the guidelines of 
the D.C. Board of Parole. 

(5) In no case shall the additional time 
derived from the Multiple Separate 
Offenses Table exceed the actual length 
of the D.C. minimum time. 

(6) When appropriate, the Commission 
may exercise discretion to require the 
prisoner to serve the D.C. minimum time 
consecutively to the federal time in the 


case of an extremely aggravated D.C. 
Code offense behavior (e.g., murder, 
rape, kidnapping, and the equivalent). 
(g) Granting parole. Once the 
Commission applies the point score 
system of the District of Columbia 
parole regulations to determine whether 
the prisoner is suitable for release, the 
prisoner shall be presumed to have 
satisfied basic accountability for the 
D.C. Code offense or offenses, but the 
Commission may take into 
consideration any unusual 
circumstances pursuant to 24 D.C.M.R. 
204.22. Such circumstances shall not be 
considerations that are relevant 
exclusively to accountability for the U.S. 
Code offenses or that have been 
adequately accounted for in a decision 
to exceed the federal guideline range. 
(h) Hearings. The Commission shall, 
in accordance with § 2.12 of these 
regulations, conduct an initial hearing to 
determine the federal time and to 
determine when the D.C. minimum time 
shall be satisfied. This portion of the 
decision shall be subject to appeal 
pursuant to § 2.26 of these regulations. A 
D.C. parole hearing to determine the 
prisoner's suitability for parole under 
the D.C. guidelines shall be conducted 
as ordered at the initial hearing. Prior to 
the D.C. parole hearing, statutory 
interim hearings shall be conducted 
pursuant to § 2.14 of these regulations, 
including an interim hearing at eligibility 
on the aggregate sentence if no other 
interim hearing would be held. After the 
D.C. parole hearing, rehearings shall be 
conducted pursuant to the applicable 


schedule in the guidelines of the D.C. 
Board of Parole, if release on parole is 
not granted. 

(i) Revocation decisions. Violations of 
parole are violations on the aggregate 
sentence, and a parole violation warrant 
is therefore issued under the authority of 
the aggregate sentence. With regard to 
the reparole decision, the Commission 
shall follow the guidelines at § 2.21 of 
these rules, but rehearings shall be 
scheduled according to the guidelines of 
the D.C. Board of Parole. 

(j) Forfeiture of street time. All time 
on parole shall be forfeited if required 
under § 2.52(c) of these regulations. If 
not, the Commission shall divide the 
total time on parole (street time) 
according to the proportional 
relationship of the D.C. sentence to the 
U.S. sentence, and shall order the 
forfeiture of the portion corresponding to 
the D.C. sentence pursuant to D.C. Code 
24-206(a). For example, if the prisoner is 
serving a two-year D.C. Code sentence 
and a three-year U.S. Code sentence, the 
D.C. sentence is two-fifths, or 40 
percent, of the total aggregate sentence. 
If he was on parole 100 days, he 
therefore forfeits 40 days. “Street time” 
is measured from the date of release on 
parole to the execution of the warrant or 
confinement on other charges. 


Dated: June 9, 1989. 
Benjamin F. Baer, 
Chairman, U.S. Parole Commission. 
[FR Doc. 89-15468 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-m 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Parole Commission 
28 CFR Part 2 


Paroling, Recommitting and 
Supervising Federal Prisoners; Drug 
Testing of Federal Parolees 
AGENCY: United States Parole 
Commission. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: The Parole Commission is 


proposing an amendment to the 
standard conditions of parole at 28 CFR 
2.40, to provide that all parolees shall be 
subject to drug testing whenever 
ordered by a U.S. Probation Officer. 
Currently, persons on parole supervision 
are subject to drug testing only if the 
Commission has imposed a special drug 
aftercare condition. The Commission 
believes that drug abuse is so pervasive 
that all released prisoners under 
supervision should be subject to an 
immediate drug test whenever ordered 
by a U.S. Probation Officer. 

DATES: Public comment must be 
received by August 29, 1989. 
ADDRESSES: Comments should be 
addressed to: Richard K. Preston, 
General Counsel’s Office, United States 
Parole Commission, 5550 Friendship 
Boulevard, Chevy Chase, Maryland 
20815. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard K. Preston, Attorney, Telephone 
(301) 492-5959. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Drug 
abuse among released criminal 
offenders is not limited to those with 
prior drug histories whose need for drug 
treatment and testing is clear. The 
Commission believes that a parolee who 
is subject to being tested for illicit drug 
use will more likely be deterred from 
illicit drug use than would be the case if 
he were not so subject. The potential for 
being drug tested will have a positive 
effect on the parolee’s readjustment to 
the community, as well as diminishing 
the demand for illicit drugs. Intervention 
for sanction and treatment purposes is 
more possible if the probation officer 
has the authority to order an immediate 
drug test. 

In February of 1989, the Commission 
formally adopted a “zero-tolerance” 
policy, by which parolees who use 
illegal drugs will be subject to some 
appropriate sanction, and their 
violations will not be overlooked. This 
policy, as well as the rule change 
proposed herein, are in accordance with 
the President's comprehensive program 
to combat crime, which includes drug 


testing as a mandatory condition of 
federal probation, parole or supervised 
release. 

Whether or not this proposed 
legislation is enacted, the Commission 
believes that it presently has the 
authority to make federal parolees 
subject to drug testing as a mandatory 
condition of release, and that such a 
condition should be imposed. 

This proposed rule change will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
within the meaning of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 28 CFR Part 2 
Administrative practice and 


procedure, Prisoners, Probation and 
parole. 


The Proposed Amendment 
Accordingly, the Parole Commission 


proposes to amend Part 2 of 28 CFR as 
follows: 


PART 2—{ AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for 28 CFR 
Part 2 continues to read: 

Authority: 18 U.S.C. 4203{a)(1) and 
4204(a)(6). 

2. 28 CFR 2.40{a) is amended to add a 
new paragraph (14) to read as follows: 


§2.40 Conditions of release. 

(a) * *«£ 

(14) The parolee shall submit to a drug 
test whenever ordered by his Probation 
Officer. 

Date: June 15, 1989. 
Benjamin F. Baer, 
Chairman, U.S. Parole Commission. 


[FR Doc. 89-15470 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 


28 CFR Part 2 


Paroling, Recommitting and 


Supervising Federal ccna Interim 
Hearings for Youth Corrections Act 
Prisoners 


AGENCY: United States Parole 
Commission, Justice. 

ACTION: Proposed rule and request for 
comments. 


SUMMARY: The Parole Commission 
proposes to amend its regulation at 28 
CFR 2.65(c)(2) regarding the timing of 
interim hearings for prisoners sentenced 
pursuant to the repealed Youth 
Corrections Act (formerly 18 U.S.C. 5005 
et seq.). The proposed modification 
would implement the provisions of a 
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court order in the class action case of 
Watts v. Belaski, Civil Action No. 78- 
M-495 (D. Colo.), which authorizes the 
Commission to schedule YCA prisoners 
for interim hearings at intervals beyond 
the interval of six months provided by 
the Commission's present regulation. 
The court order allows the Commission 
to schedule an interim hearing every 
nine months for a prisoner sentenced to 
a YCA term of less than seven years, 
and every twelve months for a prisoner 
sentenced to a YCA term of seven years 
or more. 


DATES: Public comment must be 
received by July 31, 1989. 


ADDRESSES: Comments should be 
addressed to: Rockne Chickinell, Deputy 
General Counsel, Office of General 
Counsel, U.S. Parole Commission, 5550 
Friendship Boulevard, Chevy Chase, 
Maryland, 20815, Telephone (301) 492- 
5959. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Rockne Chickinell, Office of General 
Counsel, U.S. Parole Commission, 
Telephone (301) 492-5959. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
January, 1989, the Parole Commission 
began implementing nationwide revised 
procedures for making parole 
determinations for prisoners sentenced 
under the repealed Youth Corrections 
Act. See 28 CFR 2.65, added in 53 FR 
49653-56 (December 9, 1988). These 
procedures were initially developed by 
the Commission to satisfy court orders 
in the class action litigation of Watts v. 
Belaski, Civil Action No. 78-M-495 (D. 
Colo.). Section 2.65(c)(2) now provides 
that YCA prisoners should receive an 
interim hearing every six months. Prior 
to the issuance of the court order 
requiring interim hearings on this 
schedule, the Commission had 
contended that the YCA did not require 
such frequent parole hearings, and that 
it could properly evaluate a YCA 
prisoner's response to treatment and 


’ other new information in his case using 


a hearing schedule with an interval of 
more than six months. For comparison, 
the statute at 18 U.S.C. 4208(h) requires 
interim hearings every 18 or 24 months, 
depending on the length of the prisoner's 
sentence. 

In December, 1988, the district court in 
Colorado issued an order allowing the 
Parole Commission to schedule interim 
hearings every nine months for a 
prisoner who has a YCA sentence of 
less than seven years (those sentenced 
under former 18 U.S.C. 5010(b)), and a 
hearing every twelve months for a 
prisoner who was sentenced under the 
YCA to a term of seven years or more 
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(those sentenced under former 18 U.S.C. 
5010(c)). This order also permits the 
Commission to refrain from scheduling 
any further hearing for a YCA prisoner 
who is continued to the expiration of his 
sentence and who has less than twelve 
months remaining to be served prior to 
his release or prior to his scheduled 
transfer to a community treatment 
center. 

Therefore, the Commission is 
proposing to adopt a rule which 
implements the order of the district 
court noted above. This proposed rule 
change will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities within the 
meaning of the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act. 


Lists of Subjects in 28 CFR Part 2 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Prisoners, Probation and 
parole. 


PART 2—[ AMENDED] 


Accordingly, the Parole Commission 
proposes to amend Part 2 of 28 CFR as 
follows: 

1. The authority citation for Part 2 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 18 U.S.C. 4203(a)(1) and 
4204({a)(6). 


2. Section 2.65 is amended by revising 
paragraph (c)(2) to read as follows: 


§2.65 Youth Corrections Act. 


* * * * * 


(c) Parole hearings and progress 
reports. * * * 

(2) An interim hearing must be 
scheduled for an inmate every nine 
months if the inmate is serving a 
sentence of less than seven years. If the 
inmate is serving a sentence of seven 
years or more, the interim hearing must 
be scheduled every twelve months. If 
the inmate has been continued to the 


expiration of his sentence, and he has 
less than twelve months remaining to be 
served prior to his release or his transfer 
to a community treatment center, no 
further hearing is required. In addition, 
within 60 days of receipt of any special 
progress report from the warden 
recommending parole, the prisoner shall 
be scheduled for a special interim 
hearing, unless the recommendation can 
be timely considered at a regularly 
scheduled interim hearing. An 
institutional staff member who has 
personal knowledge of the case shall be 
present to assist the examiners in their 
evaluation of the prisoner’s conduct, 
program performance, and response to 
treatment. 


. 4 * * - . 
Dated: June 15, 1989. 
Benjamin F. Baer, 
Chairman, U.S. Parole Commission. 
[FR Doc. 89-15471 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 


Federal Aviation Administration 


14 CFR Part 91 


[Docket No. 25857; Special Federal Aviation 
Regulation (SFAR) No. 55-1] 


Flight Restrictions in the Vicinity of 
Prince William Sound, AK 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), Department of 
Transportation, (DOT). 

ACTION: Final rule; amendment. 


SUMMARY: This notice amends the 
procedures for operation of aircraft 
within designated airspace in the 
vicinity of Prince William Sound, 
Alaska, and other areas affected by the 
oil spill from the oil tanker Exxon 
Valdez. Specifically, this amendment: (1) 
Allows instrument flight rules (IFR) 
operations which were previously 
excluded; (2) allows the designation of 
an air traffic control (ATC) facility as a 
responsible agency; (3) relaxes the 
conditions under which operations 
within a designated area are conducted; 
and (4) extends the expiration date of 
the rule to December 31, 1989. The 
changes are necessary due to increased 
numbers of aircraft, involved in cleanup 
and support activities, operating in the 
vicinity of Valdez Airport. 

DATE: June 30, 1989. 


Expiration date: Special Federal 
Aviation Regulation No. 55-1 expires on 
December 31, 1989. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard K. Kagehiro, Air Traffic Rules 
Branch, ATO-230, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20591, 
Telephone: (202) 267-8783. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: . 


Availability of Document 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
document by submitting a request to the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of Public Affairs, Attention: Public 
Inquiry Center, APA-230, 800 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC 20591, or by calling 
(202) 267-3484. Communications must 
identify the special rule number of this 
document. 


Background 


On March 24, 1989, the oil tanker 
Exxon Valdez went aground 
approximately 25 miles south of Valdez, 
Alaska, spilling over ten million gallons 
of crude oil into the Prince William 
Sound. The magnitude of the ensuing 
cleanup effort and the resultant high 


concentration of aircraft operating 
within a limited amount of airspace 
created an emergency condition which 
required the establishment of special 
rules. Accordingly, on March 30, 1989, 
the FAA issued SFAR No. 55 to: (1) 
Protect persons and property involved in 
relief-cleanup activities on the surface 
and in the air; (2) protect 
nonparticipating aircraft from potential 
oil fires and chemical contamination; (3) 
provide a safe environment for the 
operation of emergency support aircraft; 
and (4) prevent congestion of sightseeing 
and other aircraft over the oil- 
contaminated areas. 

Extensive aircraft operations to and 
from cleanup areas in the Prince 
William Sound has resulted in traffic 
congestion along the arrival and 
departure routings to Valdez Airport. A 
special flight rules area encompassing 
the airspace around the Valdez Airport, 
Port Valdez, and the Valdez Arm is 
required so that the FAA can properly 
manage and control the movement of 
traffic through this highly utilized and 
congested air corridor. The special flight 
rules area must accommodate standard 
instrument arrival and departure 
routings through the airspace around 
Valdez Airport. Additionally, an 
appropriate agency must be designated 
to monitor aircraft operations in the 
Valdez Arm as well as near the airport. 
The facility that can best satisfy these 
requirements is Valdez Airport Traffic 
Control Tower. 

However, Section 4c(3) of SFAR No. 
55 requires all aircraft operations within 
a designated special flight rules area to 
be conducted under visual flight rules 
(VFR) at all times. Such a restriction is 
incompatible with existing IFR 
procedures into/out of Valdez Airport 
utilized by aircraft which transit the 
affected airspace. Additionally, Section 
3 of SFAR No. 55 states that the agency 
responsible for monitoring aircraft 
operations within the special flight rules 
area may not be an ATC facility. This 
restriction does not allow the FAA to 
designate Valdez Tower, an ATC 
facility, as a responsible agency. 
Accordingly, SFAR No. 55 is being 
amended to provide the FAA with the 
flexibility to designate the appropriate 
facility as the responsible agency over 
the airspace affected by the emergency 
cleanup efforts. 

Since the progress of the cleanup 
efforts has been slower than originally 
anticipated, those efforts are expected 
to continue for another one to two years. 
However, based on the information 
available at this time, a reduction in 
aircraft operations involved in the 
cleanup activities is expected at the end 
of this year. Accordingly, this 
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amendment extends the expiration date 
of this rule to December 31, 1989. 


Effective Date of Final Rule 


Since the emergency cleanup efforts in 
the area of Prince William Sound, 
Alaska, are expected to continue at the 
present high level of activity through the 
end of this year, immediate action is 
required to maintain safety of flight until 
the emergency situation abates. In order 
to avoid any lapse in the effectiveness 
of flight rules essential to safety in the 
Valdez area, it is essential that the 
amendment take effect at the earliest 
possible time. Because the emergency 
conditions in the Valdez area still exist 
and still involve a potential hazard to 
both participants and nonparticipants in 
the relief/cleanup activities, immediate 
action is required to maintain safety of 
flight until the emergency situation 
abates. Accordingly, I find that the 
notice and public procedure under 5 
U.S.C. 553(b) are impracticable and 
contrary to the public interest. For the 
same reasons, I find that good cause 
exists for making this rule effective 
immediately upon issuance. 

The FAA has determined that this 
action is not a major rule under 
Executive Order 12291, is not considered 
significant under Department of 
Transportation Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034: February 26, 
1979), and does not warrant preparation 
of a regulatory evaluation as the 
anticipated impact is so minimal. 


Federalism Determination 


The amendment set forth herein will 
not have substantial direct effects on the 
States, on the relationship between the 
National Government and the States, or 
on the distribution of power and 
responsibilities among the various levels 
of government. Therefore;in accordance 
with Executive Order 12612, it is 
determined that this amendment will not 
have sufficient federalism implications 
to warrant the preparation of a 
Federalism Assessment. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 91 
Aviation safety, Visual flight rules. 
The Amendment 


For the reasons set forth above, the 
Federal Aviation Administration is 
amending 14 CFR 91 as follows: 


PART 91—GENERAL OPERATING AND 
FLIGHT RULES 


The authority citation for Part 91 
continues to read as follows: 
Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1301(7), 1303, 1344, 


1348, 1352 through 1355, 1401, 1421 (as 
amended by Pub. L. 100-223), 1422 through 
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1431, 1471, 1472, 1502, 1510, 1522, and 2121 
through 2125; Articles 12, 29, 31, and 32(a) of 
the Convention on International Civil 
Aviation (61 Stat. 1180); 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.: 
E.O. 11514; Pub. L. 100-202; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) 
(Revised Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 1983). 


2. Special Federal Aviation Regulation 
(SFAR) No. 55 is amended by 
redesignating SFAR No. 55 as SFAR No. 
55-1 and by revising the language of 
items 3 through 5 of SFAR No. 55-1 to 
read as follows: 


SFAR No. 55-1—Flight Restrictions in the 
Vicinity of Prince William Sound, Alaska 


3. Definition. For the purposes of this 
special rule: . 

“Responsible agency” means the U.S. 
Coast Guard, Valdez, Alaska, or other office 
or person designated by the Director, Air 
Traffic Operations Service, Federal Aviation 


Administration, as responsible for approval 
and monitoring of aircraft operations in an 
area designated by NOTAM under this 
special rule. 

4. Operating procedures. 

A. No person may operate an aircraft 
contrary to the requirements and terms of 
any Notice to Airmen issued under this 
special rule by the Director, Air Traffic 
Operations Service or his designee, unless 
otherwise authorized by the responsible 
agency. 

B. No person may operate an aircraft in 
any area designated by NOTAM without 
receiving prior approval from the responsible 
agency, if the NOTAM establishes a prior 
approval requirement for that area. 

C. No person may operate an aircraft 
within any area designated by NOTAM 


unless all of the following conditions are met: 


(1) The operator complies with all 
instructions and special identification 


procedures issued by the responsible agency, 
including by NOTAM or by radio through the 
designated facility; 

(2) The operator establishes and maintains 
two-way radio communications with the 
Coast Guard Cutter Rush or other 
communications facility designated by the 
responsible agency. 

D. Operating procedures to and from 
established landing areas within the 
designated areas in support of communities 
(such as Ellamar, Tatitlek, and Perry Island) 
and/or existing commercial interests will be 
provided by the responsible agency. 

5. Expiration. This special rule expires 
December 31, 1989. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on June 27, 1989. 
Robert E. Whittington, 

Acting Administrator. 
[FR Doc. 89-15561 Filed 6-29-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Fiscal Service 
[Department of the Treasury 


Circulars, 
Public Debt Series No. 4-67 and Public Debt 
Series No. 750) 


Regulations Governing Agencies for 


AGENCY: Bureau of the Public Debt, 
Fiscal Service, Department of the 
Treasury. 


ACTION: Notice, amending fee schedules. 


SUMMARY: This Notice sets forth new 
due dates in the schedules for the 
payment of fees by the Bureau of the 
Public Debt and Federal Reserve Banks, 
as fiscal agents of the United States, to 
issuing and paying agents of United 
States Savings Bonds and/or United 
States Savings Notes (Freedom Shares). 
These changes are applicable to fees 
paid on or after the effective date of this 
notice. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 1, 1989. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dean Adams, Assistant Chief Counsel, 
Bureau of the Public Debt, Parkersburg, 
West Virginia 26106-1328, (304) 420- 
6505. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 31 CFR 
317.6(b) provides that each eligible 
issuing agent will be paid a fee for each 
savings bond issued and that a schedule 
of fees will be separately published in 
the Federal Register. The last schedule 
was published August 25, 1986. 


31 CFR 321.23(a) provides that each 
qualified paying agent will be paid a fee 
for each security redeemed and that a 
payment schedule will also be 
separately published in the Federal 
Register. This schedule was last 
published September 26, 1988. 

These fee schedules are referenced in 
all issuing and paying agent agreements. 

As recent amendments to the Prompt 
Payment Act (31 U.S.C. 3901, et. seq.) 
have eliminated the 15-day grace period 
for late payments by a governmental 
agency without incurring an interest 
penalty, the Bureau needs to revise its 
fee payment schedules for issuing and 
paying agents. Based on a review of the 
timing of issue and redemption 
transmittals through Federal Reserve 
Banks, the Bureau has determined that 
fee payments can be made within fifty 
(50) days after the close of each quarter. 

As Federal Reserve Banks now 
process and pay agents for redeemed 
securities through the EZ CLEAR system 
and the previous fee schedule was silent 
as to the due date for payments by the 
Federal Reserve Banks to paying agents, 
the Bureau has determined that such 
payments through the EZ CLEAR system 
in separately sorted cash letters can be 
made within forty-five (45) days after 
the close of each month. 


Procedural Requirements 


This notice is not rulemaking 
document, therefore, Executive Order 
12291 does not apply and a regulatory 
impact analysis is not required. 

The notice and public procedures of 
the Administrative Procedures Act are 
inapplicable, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
553(a)(2). As no notice of proposed 
rulemaking is required, the provisions of 
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the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 
601, et. seg.) do not apply. 


Dated: June 22, 1989. 
Gerald Murphy, 
Fiscal Assistant Secretary. 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
of Department of the Treasury Circular, 
Public Debt Series No. 4-67, First 
Revision (31 CFR Part 317), and 
Department of the Treasury Circular No. 
750, Fourth Revision (31 CFR Part 321), 
the following notice is hereby published: 


Notice of Payment Schedules 


The fees due each issuing and paying 
agent for all savings bond issues and 
redeemed securities transmitted to the 
Bureau of the Public Debt through the 
Fiscal Agency Department of a Federal 
Reserve Bank will continue to be 
calculated as of the close of each 
calendar quarter. Payment will be made 
by the Bureau within fifty (50) days after 
the close of each quarter. The date of 
the check or electronic payment shall be 
deemed to be the payment date. 

The fees due each paying agent for all 
redeemed securities transmitted to the 
Check Department of a Federal Reserve 
Bank in separately sorted cash letters 
will be calculated as of the close of each 
calendar month. Payment will be made 
by the Federal Reserve Bank within 
forty-five (45) days after the close of the 
month. The date on which the reserve 
account of the paying agent or a 
correspondent institution is credited 
with the payment shall be deemed to be 
the payment date. 


[FR Doc. 89-15654 Filed 6-30-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4810-40-M 
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Federal Register 


Index, finding aids & general information 

Public inspection desk 

Corrections to published documents . 
Document drafting information 

Machine readable documents 


Code of Federal Regulations 


Index, finding aids & general information 
Printing schedules 


Laws 


Public Laws Update S -vice (numbers, dates, etc.) 
Additional information 


Presidential Documents 


Executive orders and proclamations 
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Announcing the Latest Edition 


The Federal 
Register: 
What It Is 


and 
How to Use It 


The A Guide for the User of the Federal Register — 


Federal Register: Code of Federal Regulations System 
What It Is 
And This handbook is used for the educational 


How To Use It workshops conducted by the Office of the 
Federal Register. For those persons unable to 
attend a workshop, this handbook will provide 
guidelines for using the Federal Register and 
related publications, as well as an explanation 
of how to solve a sample research problem. 


Price $4.50 


Order Form Mail To: Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, DC 20402 


Enclosed is $ Ocheck, Master Card and Credit Card Orders Only Customer's Telephone Nos. 
Oo money order, or charge to my VISA accepted. Total charges $ 


Deposit Account No. seco Fill in the boxes below. Area Home Area Office 


mes 
Mito cn cn 
ae a Credit 
I Card No. rita [ Poe litla 1 eee ft | 
Expiration Date Reee Charge orders may be telephoned to the GPO order 
Month / Year desk at (202) 783-3238 trom 8:00 am. to 4:00 p.m 


eastern time, Monday - Friday (except holidays) 


Please send me _____ copies of The Federal Register - What It Is and How To Use It, at $4.50 per copy, Stock No. 022-003-01116-1 


Name - First, Last 
Please Print or Type 


Company name or additional address line 


Street address 


State ZIP Code 
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